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F : SHE ſubject on which I mean to 
hazard a few thoughts has lately 

been brought before the publick by a 
Layman, it is ſaid, of high rank, in a 
Pamphlet, intitled, “ Hints to the new 
Aſſociation.“ In oppoſition to the prin- 
ciple of this publication two pamphlets 
have recently appeared, one intitled, 
&« A Vindication of the Doctrines and 
Liturgy of the Church of England;” 
the other, © An Apology for the Li- 
turgy and Clergy of the Church of 
England.“ I flatter myſelf I ſhould 
feel no difficulty in making a minute 
; |: os and 
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and ſatis factory anſwer to both theſe 
Pamphlets; but there are ſome things 
in both of them, which I dare not truſt 
myſelf with anſwering circumſtantially, 
leſt I ſhould be thereby betrayed into 
the adoption of petulant and imperious 
diction, into the uſe of rude and offen- 
ſive ſentiment : I will endeavor, with- 
out referring to them, to reply to every 
obſervation of conſequence 1 in either of 
them. | 
I am happy in the outſet in know- 
ing, that the minds of men in general, 
and, eſpecially, that the minds of thoſe 
men who conſtitute the legiſlature of 
this country, are too liberal and en- 
larged to be ſtartled by that miſerable 
excuſe for ſupineneſs and inattention 
to matters of great concernment, by 
that ſhallow pretence for not doing that 
which for other, but not oſtenſible, rea- 
ſons a man wiſhes not to be done; by 
that ſtale and contemptible cant the 
danger of innovation. — The retrenching 
the priv ileges of Parliament was an in- 
novation; * 
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novation; the changing the mode of 
determining conteſted elections was an 
innovation; the freeing diſſenting mi- 
niſters from the neceſſity of ſubſcribing 
to our articles was an innovation; the 
relaxing the laws againſt Popery was 
an innovation —theſe and other inno- 
vations, equally uſeful to the ſtate, 
have been made in the reign of George 
the Third; and if another innovation— 
a Review of the Liturgy and Articles 
of the Church of England - ſhould be 
added to the number, it would neither 
bring diſcredit to the character, nor 
diſturbance to the Government, of the 
Monarch ; both of which are as dear 
to thoſe who contend for the expe- 
diency of the meaſure, as they can poſ- 
ſibly be to thoſe who oppole it. 

I am far from thinking, with ſome, 
that the multitude, in general, is fond 
of novelty and innovation. On the 
contrary, I am perſuaded, that the man 
who attacks ancient eſtabliſhments of 
any fort, but eſpecially ancient Church 
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Eſtabliſnments, even of the moſt oppro- 
brious and immoral kind, is much more 
likely to have the multitude againſt 
him than with him. By an inexpli- 
cable mechaniſm, I had almoſt ſaid in 
human nature, every man becomes fond 
of what he has been uſed to; the habit 
of thinking and reaſoning on any ſub- 
Ject is changed with great difficulty; 
and the change is ſeldom attempted to 
be made, becauſe the very attempt is 
accompanied with an humiliating and 
uneaſy apprehenſion of our having 
been in the wrong. Few men have 

moderation enough even to examine, 
with candour and care, opinions ſub- 
verſive of their own. Plerique (I quote 
not Latin for the ſake of ſhewing my 
learning, but of expreſſing in elegant 
language my meaning). Plerique, ſays 
Cicero, errare malunt, eamque ſenten- 
tiam quam adamaverunt pugnaciſime 
defendere, quam fine pertinacia quid 
conflaniifime dicatur exquirere. 
we 
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We all know how long it was before 
Chriſtianity triumphed effectually over 
Paganiſm. The multitude, for many 
years after the Goſpel had been 
preached amongſt them, adhered, in 
every city of the Roman Empire, to 
their idols, and following, with blind 
obedicnce, the admonitions of their 
prieſts to ſuffer no innovation, main- 
tained the ſuperſtition of their anceſtors, 
At ſo late a period as in the year 384, 
when the Emperors too were become 
Chriſtians, we find the ſenate of Rome 
ſending a deputation to them at Con- 
ſtantinople, and petitioning for the 
reſtoration of the altar of Victory, the 
lands of the Prieſts, and the college of 
the Veſtals. Symmachus, Prefect of 
Rome, and High Prieſt of Paganiſm, 
was at the head of this deputation: he 
artfully perſonified Rome, and intro- 
duced the ſacred city, pleading in the 
petition the cauſe of Paganiſm, in a 
manner wholly ſimilar, in ſubſtance, to 
that in which the enemies of reform 
a3 of 
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of church eſtabliſhments have addreſſed 
themſelves to their civil rulers, in every 
age and country of the world: “O ve 
beſt of princes, the fathers of your 
country, revere my great age to which 
theſe rites of Religion have brought 
me, and let me ſtill follow the ancient 
obſervances. Theſe rites drove Han- 
nibal from my walls, and the Gauls 
from the capital. And have I lived ſo 
long to be corrected in old age? Let 
me know what this new inſtitution is? 
Sure I am, that to reclaim old age is an 
unſeaſonable and diſhonourable under- 

taking.” 1 
We all know how long it was be- 
fore Proteſtantiſm effectually triumphed 
over Popery; before the reform of the 
doctrine and worſhip of the Church 
propoſed by #7c&/ife was eſtabliſhed in 
this country. Its followers, indeed, 
were numerous, and amongſt them 
were perſons of great eminence in the 
ſtate; for ſo abſurd were the doctrines, 
{o ſuperſtitious the rites of the Eſta- 
D bliſhed 
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bliſhed Church, ſo oppreſſive the ty- 
ranny of the pope, ſo great the power, 
ſo exorbitant the wealth, and ſo profli- 
gate the manners of the Clergy, that 


his innovations, which were levelled at 


the correction of theſe enormities, were 
acceptable to perſons of all ranks; yet 
the bulk of the nation ſtill continued 
their attachment to the Church Eſta- 


bliſhment. Though Wickliffe and his 
followers detected many of the errors, 
and expoſed many of the ſuperſtitions 


practices of the church, the Clergy ob- 
ſtinately refuſed to abandon any of 
thoſe errors or relinquiſh any of thoſe 


ſuperſtitions, and perſecuted with un- 


relenting cruelty all who attempted the 
ſmalleſt reformation. The declamers 


of the Lollards againſt the exceſſive 
power and riches, and ſcandalous lives 
of the Prieſts, inflamed their rage 
againſt them, and made them reject 
all their other opinions without exami- 
nation; and the laity in general were 
Mill too ignorant, or too indifferent, to 
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form opinions for themſelves on ſub- 
jects of that Kind,” 
A thouſand other inſtances might 
have been produced iu proof of the 
reluctance with which men admit in- 
novations in the Religion to which they 
have been accuſtomed; but theſe may 
be ſufficient, for rendering queſtionable 
that opinion which repreſents the mul- 
titude as fond of innovation. They 
may be ſufficient too, if impartially 
conſidered, for ſuggeſting a little doubt, 
for inſpiring a little diffidence, into the 
winds of thoſe who, in our days, ſo 
zealouſly and ſo proudly oppole every 
ſtep towards a reformation, treating 97 
with rancorous bigotry and inſolent 
temerity, thoſe who with modeſty and 
ſincerity preſume to hint its expediency. 
We may all think ourſelves happy in 
being born in enlightened times; for 
which of us can ſay that, had he lived 
in the days of Symmachus or of Wick- 
liffe, he would not have concurred with 
the ſenate of Rome in pctitioning for 
6 the 
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the continuance of Paganiſm, or with 
the Clergy. of England in maintaining 
the eſtabliſhment of Popery ? Rectitude 
of intention alone will not juſtify a 
man's conduct, though invincible pre- 
judices may. Strong perſuaſion, and 
bold aſſeveration that nothing is wrong, 
are but ſimple modes of proving every 
thing to be right in a Church. When 
Arundel, Archbiſhop of Vork, compelled, 
by the terror of the ſtake and faggot, 
the recanting Lollards to ſwear, * that 
they would worſhip images with pray- 
ing and offering unto them, in the 
worihip of the Saints that they be made 
after,”—he had, I queſtion not, recti- 
tude of intention, and ſtrong perſuaſion 
that every thing was right 1n the 
church, to plead in excuſe for his vio- 
lence ; yet one cannot but wiſh, that 
his conſcience inſtead of being errone- 
ous had been juſt; nay, even that it had 
been but ſo much as ſcrupulous, that 
he had heſitated a little, before he made 
men {wear to obey Holy Church in the 
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worſhip of images. We have not now 
any Arundels to fear; Holy Church hath 
no images to worthip; but whether 
every thing is ſo right and ought 70 be 
kept ſo tight in her worſhip and doc- 
trine, that nothing can be amended, or 
ought to be attempted, is what no af- 
firmations which I have heard, no ar- 
guments which I have hitherto read, 

have induced me to aſſent to. 
Whatever truth then there may be 
in the propoſition which aſſerts, that 
the multitude is fond of innovation (and 
I do not deny that there is ſome truth 
in it, for we know that the multitude 
can on ſome occaſions ſee what is right), 
I think that the propoſition, which aſ- 
ſerts that the Prieſthood is averſe from 
Reformation, is far more generally true. 
-— Who was it that crucified the Saviour 
of the world for attempting to reform 
the Religion of his country? The Jewiſh | 
Prieſthood. — Who was it that drowned 
the altars of their idols with the blood 
of Chriſtians, for attempting to abo— 
liſh 
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liſh Paganiſm? The Pagan Prieſthood. 
Who was it that perſecuted to flames 
and death thoſe who, in the name of 
Wickliffe and his followers, laboured 
to reform the errors of Popery? The 
Popiſh Prieſthood. — Who was it, and 
who 1s it, that, both in England and 


Ireland, ſince the Reformation — but 


I check my hand, being unwilling to 
reflect upon the dead, or to exaſperate 
the living, whom would to God I 
could conciliate (Il ſay not to any opi- 
nion of mine, for that might be con- 
ſtrued an arrogant expectation but) to 
a charitable temper of mind towards 
thoſe who differ from them, and to a 
diſpaſſionate conſideration of the ſub- 
jects concerning which they differ! 

But perhaps it will be argued, that 
the conduct of the ſeveral Prieſthoocls 
I have mentioned or alluded to, was 
right; that there is of neceſſity an allt- 
ance between the State and the Church 
in every country; and that this alliance 
is of ſuch a nature, as to render it the 


duty 
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duty of the miniſters of the church to 
oppoſe every innovation in the Eſta- 
bliſhed Religion till the State ſhall think 
fit to propoſe it. I am mittaken if a 
principle of this fort has not gotten 
poſſeſſion of the minds of ſome men, 
from whom better principles might have 
been expected; and though it is im- 
poſſible for this principle to be true, 
without its being alſo true that it is 
a man's duty to ſupport every error and 
impiety which the enthuſiaſm, the ſu- 
perſtition, the vices, or the follies of 
mankind, have introduced and eftabliſh- 
ed in the various Religions of the world, 
yet I will employ a little time in exa- 
mining the foundation on which it is 
built, 

It is not every one who has formed 
an adequate. idea of what is meant by 
the terms Eſtabliſned Religion---and 
I know not whether the meaning 1 
annex to them will be admitted as the 
proper one: I, however, underſtand by 
them---A Religion, the doctrines and 

| rites 
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tites of which are taught and admini- 
ſtered by men, who are paid for their 
ſervice by the State, or Civil Magiſtrate. 
---And by the Civil Magiſtrate, I un- 
derſtand a perſon or perſons executing 
the will of the majority of the mem- 
bers compoſing any civil ſociety. The 
fund from which the State pays the 
Miniſter of the Eſtabliſned Religion may 
be either a general fund, to which all 
the members of the community are 
equally obliged to contribute their ſhare, 
or it may be a fund belonging exclu- 
ſively to the State, in which individuals 
have no property, and towards which 
they contribute nothing. To the firſt 
ſort of fund may be referred the gene- 
ral tax which is raiſed upon the 
whole community for the maintainence 
of the Miniſters of Religion in different 
States both of Europe and America; to 
the ſecond may be referred tithes. 
For, though I ground not the claim of 
the Church Miniſters to tithes on any 
thing but the law of the land, yet I 

can 
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tan not conſider tithes as a tax raiſed ort 
individuals. The Church (I had ra- 
ther ſay, the State for the purpoſe of 
maintaining the Church) hath as old 
and as equitable a title to the tithable 
property, if I may ſo exprefs myſelf, 
of all the lands ſubject to the pay- 
ment of tithes, as the owners of the 
lands have to the lands themſelves. 
This public fund; of whatever ſort it 
may be, muſt be abſolutely in the diſ- 
poſal of the Magiſtrate ; he may either 
expend it in paying the Miniſters of ane 
Religion, or of more than one; and, 
according to his determination in this 


point, one Religion, or more than one, 


will be eſtabliſhed by him. We have 
been ſo accuſtomed to ſee, not only in 


this country, but in other parts of Eu- 


rope, the Magiſtrate ſupporting exclu- 
ſively one denomination of Chriſtians, 
and enacting penal laws againſt all who 
would not conform to it, that our pre- 


judices will not readily ſuffer us to ad- 
mit, either the practicability, or the 


expe- 
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expediency, perhaps not the innocenee, 
of his ſupporting more than one. 
Whether it would be moſt productive 
of the public good for the Magiſtrate 
to pay the teachers of one Religion, or 
of more than one, is a great political 
queſtion, concerning which men of the 
deepeſt judgement will be divided; 
and, I humbly think, it does not admit 
a poſitive deciſion either way. The 
different circumſtances, under which 
different ſocieties may be placed at the 
ſame time, or the changes that may 
ariſe at different times in the ſame ſo- 
ciety, may make 1t a part of political 
wiſdom to adopt a diverſity of procedure 
on this important point. A {ſuppoſi- 
tion or two will explain my meaning; 
and, that I may not give offence by 
coming too near England or Ireland, 
J will take the liberty of making France 
and America the ſubjects of conjecture. 

The French National Afembly will 
be immortalized for the wiſdom and 
the liberality of their procecdings; and, 
N amongſt 


amongſt other inſtances of their mag- 
nanimity, meriting the approbation, and 
calling for the imitation, of other na- 
tions, are thoſe reſolutions in which 
they have decreed— that no man is to 
be moleſted on account of his religious 
opinions — and that all citizens ſhall be 
equally eligible to public offices. — 
Theſe are ſuch great encouragements, 
that the time, I apprehend, will ſoon 
arrive, when Proteſtants of every deno- 
mination will become numerous in all 
the provinces of France, and the miſ- 
chief attending the revocation of the 
edict of Nantz be done away. It is no 
improbable ſuppoſition, that in half a 
century a majority of the French nation 
will be Proteſtants. And who will ſay, 
when ſuch an event ſhall have taken 
Place, that it would not be highly ex- 
pedient for the French government to 
ſecure its proſperity, by ſhewing an 
equal attention to all its ſubjects; by 
abandoning ail prepoſſeſſion in favour 
of one mode of Religion, and paying 

= from 
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from the public purſe not only Catholic, 
but Proteſtant teachers of Chriſtianity ? 
That this is a practicable ſyſtem can 
ſcarcely be queſtioned by thoſe who 
conſider what has happened in Ame- 
rica. Long before our diſputes. with 
that country, it was enacted in the aſ- 
ſemblies of the provinces of Maſſucbu- 
ſett Bay, and Connecticut, that all mem- 
bers of the Church of England ſhould 
be. exempted from the payment of 
taxes, for the ſupport of any teacher of 
religion except one of their own per- 
ſuaſion. In theſe provinces then two 
religions, or, more properly, two modes 
of the Proteſtant religion were equally 
eſtabliſned— that of the Independents, 
of which the main body of the people 
conſiſted, and that of the members of 
the Church of England. But this it 
will be urged proves nothing, inaſ- 
much as the favour granted to the 
members of the Church of England 
proceeded probably from the interfer- 
ence of the government of England, — 

8 Granting 
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granting this, without enquiring whe- 
ther it ought in fact to be granted or 
not, ſtill the pradicability of the State's 
ſupporting more ſects than one is 
proved. Another obſervation however 
may be made, which will ſhew, not 
only the practicability, but, after long 
Experience, the expediency of the 
meaſure, in the judgment of the peo- 
ple of Maſſachuſett's, when they were 
no longer ſubjects of Great Britain. 
In their declaration of rights made in 
1780, it is ſaid „ all monies paid by 
the ſubject to the ſupport of public 
worſhip, and of the teachers aforeſaid, 
ſhall; if he require it, be uniformly 
applied to the ſupport of the public 
teacher or teachers of his own religious 
denomination, provided there be any, 
on whoſe inſtructions he attends; other- 
wile it may be paid towards the ſupport 
of the teacher or teachers of the pariſh 
ar., precinct in which the ſaid monies 
are . raiſed. And every denomination 
Of ee demeaning themſelves 
14110 peaceably, 
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pzaceably, and as good ſubjects of the 
commonwealth, ſhall be equally under. 
the protection of the law: and no 
ſubordination of any one ſect or deno- 
mination to another ſhall ever be eſta- 
bliſhed by law.“ But this eſtabliſhing 


of different ſects may be looked upon 


as a ſingular experiment which has not 
been ſufficiently tried (though it has 
had a long tryal in America), as quite 
a novel attempt in the annals of man- 
kind, and wholly unſuited to any form 
of government except a republick. This 
objection has no validity in any part of 
it ; for the experiment has been tried 
not only in a republick, but in an abſo- 
lute monarchy; not only by a new, 
but by an old, and as ſome think, by 
the wiſeſt nation upon earth. © It 
might, perhaps (ſays the Abbe Raynal), 
be an advantageous circumſtance, if in 
all countries, as we are aſſured it is in 
China, the adminiſtration were attached 
to no doctrine, to no ſect, nor to any 
particular mode of religious worſhip.” 

C 2 To 


9 20. 7 


To what purpoſe this digreſſion from 
the ſubject?—it is no digreſſion whatever 
from the point in debate. The queſ- 
tion is, whether it be the duty of the 
teachers of eſtabliſhed religions to ſee 
that no innovations be made in them. 
— Now the poſſibility of different ſects 
being equally eſtabliſhed by the magiſ- 
trate ſhews that it is poſſible, at leaſt, 
for a teacher of an eſtabliſhed religion 
to be under no ſuch obligation, from 
the relation in which he ſtands to the 
magiſtrate. The magiſtrate may think 
it both practicable and expedient, nay 
he may become till more liberal in his 
political principles, and think it both 
reaſonable. and juſt to eſtabliſh different 
ſects of religion; and, if he does this, 
it will follow as an eaſy conſequence, 
that he will think the public welfare 
little concerned, in ſach changes of 
doctrines or ceremonies as the ſeveral 
ſets ſhall from time to time be diſ- 
poſed to make in their reſpective per- 
ſuaſions. The n that the ſafety 

ur 
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of the civil conſtitution is inſeparably 
connected with the excluſive ſupport of 
a particular denomination of Chriſtians 
being removed, by the eſtabliſhment 
which he has given to more denomi- 
nations than one, he will contemplate 
with tranquillity the introduction, and 
forward with liberality the diſcuſſion of 


ſuch ſentiments, as lead to reform the 


abuſes in practice, or the errors in 
principle, which may be thought to 


ſubſiſt in any of them. And on the 


ſuppoſition of the magiſtrates having 
eſtabliſhed only one religion, as Epiſco- 
pacy in England, Preſbytery in Scot- 
land, Popery in France, I wiſh it to 
be conſidered, whether it be conſiſtent 
with his character as a magiſtrate, much 
more with his character as a Chriſtian 


magiſtrate, to require of his teachers, 


ſuch a rigid adherence to his doctrines 


as precludes all poſſibility of alteration. 


Can it be thought credible, that the 
majority of a ſociety of Chriſtians would 
affect ſuch a dominion over the faith of 
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their fellows, would make ſuch bold 
and indecent pretenſions to infallibility, 
would be ſo little conſcious of the 
weakneſs of human underſtanding, and 
ſo blind to future improvements, as to 
ſuppoſe that no time or circumſtance, 
no increaſe of learning, no change of 
manners and ſentiments in their poſte- 
rity, could juſtify the teachers of the 
eſtabliſned religion in propoſing any 
deviation from it? Whatever may be 
the conduct of other countries, I truſt 
that the ruling Powers, both in the State 
and in the Church of this country, will 
not only permit the free diſcuſſion of 
theological ſubjects, but think them- 
ſelves obliged to all thoſe who, with 
moderation and good ſenſe, ſhall at- 
tempt to point out what they take to be 
errors in the doctrine, or failures in 
the conſtitution, and diſcipline of the 
Church of England. It may be that 
ſhe has no errors to be corrected, no 
failures to be reformed; but it is cer- 
tain, that the cannot be diſpleaſed with 

2 thoſe 


n 
thoſe who in godly ſincerity inquire 
into theſe points, without abandoning 
the principle which actuated her firſt 
reformers, and liberated our forefathers 
and ourſelves from the tyranny of the 
Church of Rome. 

There have been Scateſien who con- 
ſidered an eſtabliſhed church as a mere 
inſtrument of government, ten thou- 
ſand men in black coats to be as ſer- 
viceable to the State, as the ſame num- 
ber in red coats, and who regarded the 
form of doctrine of the one with as 
much indifference as the form of diſci- 
pline in the other, requiring an exact 
obedience from both. There have been 
Churchmen, who conſidered the con- 
nexion between the Kingdom of Chriſt 
and the kingdom of this world to be ſo 
ſtrong, that they thought it their in- 
diſpenſible duty to defend and extend 
the Kingdom of Chriſt by thoſe Spiri- 
tual arms, and by thoſe only, which 


were put into their hands by the State 


in which they lived. Men with theſe 
4 | Prin- 
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principles muſt always be averſe from 
retormation.- The Stateſman, be he a 
Pagan or a Mahometan, a Catholic or a 
Proteſtant, an Epiſcopalian or a Diſſenter, 
may think all Religions equally effica- 
cious in anſwering the end for which 
he protects any, and find in himſelf little 
inducement to encourage promoters of 
innovation, leſt they ſhould diſturb the 
tranquillity of the government, and, as 
was ſaid of the Apoſtles, turn the world 
upſide down; and the Churchman, 
knowing it to be his intereſt, and, per- 
haps, believing it to be his duty, may 
do his utmoſt to ſupport that ſyſtem of 
religion which the State has hired him 
to ſuſtain. 35 | 

In ſuch circumſtances it may not be 
improper for individuals, whoſe opi- 
nions accord not with the principles of 
either ſuch Stateſmen, orof ſuch Church- 
men, and whoſe conſciences urge them 
to attempt the amendment of what they 
think amiſs, to propoſe their ſenti- 
Rents with great plainneſs and mode- 
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ration, but with that firmneſs, at the 
ſame time, which becomes the ſubjects 
of a free State. They ſhould certainly 
abſtain, not only from all contumelious 
and diſreſpectful language towards the 
eſtabliſnment itſelf, but from reviling 
thoſe who ſtand forth in its defence. 
Nor ſhould they be provoked to a con- 
trary conduct by the example of their 
opponents. Illiberal inſinuations, im- 
perious language, arrogant pretenſions 
to ſuperior probity or underſtanding, 
diſdainful and injurious repreſentations 
of the deſigns, talents, arguments, and 
characters of thoſe who think not with 
us, are modes of controverſy, equally 
abhorrent from that dignity of character 


which becomes a gentleman, and from 


that forbearance and charity of temper 
which adorn a chriſtian. Such weapons 
of offence, even in the mighty hands 


of Warburton were odious; but in 


thoſe of his feeble imitators, they are 

both odious and contemptible. 
It may: be thought, that the reviſal 
of the Liturgy and doctrines of the eſta- 
| bliſhed 
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bliſhed Church, would in no wiſe con- 
tribute to the Reformation of our man- 
ners; and thoſe may be ſneerd at, who 
ſay that it would. Sneer and Contempt 
apart, as unworthy of the ſubject, let 
us conſider the matter fairly. What - 
ever tends to render the higher ranks 
of ſociety more ſincere believers in the 
truth of the Chriſtian Religion, than 
many of them are thought to be at pre- 
ſent, will contribute to the amendment 
of their manners; and the influence of 
their amended manners will extend itſelf 
through the other claſſes of the com- 
munity. Now to ſay, that there is 
nothing in our Liturgy, which, if re- 
moved, would tend to render the higher 
claſſes of the community, more ſincere 
Believers in Chriſtianity, is to take the 
matter for granted, it is a mere gratis 
dictum, and I think not a true dif7um. 
Without here either admitting or deny- 
ing the truth of the Athanaſian Doc- 
trine of the Trinity, I aſk whether, in 

fact, the maintaining the belief of that 
Doctrine 
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Doctrine to be neceſſary to Salvation, 
has or has not greatly contributed to 
the increaſe of Deiſm, both in this 
country and in others? If any one be- 
lieves that it has not, then the removal 
of that doctrine would, in his judgment, 
be of no uſe in rendering them more 
ſincere Behevers in Chriſtianity ; but if 
it has, and my opinion 1s moſt decided 
that it has, then there is ſolid ſenſe, at 
leaſt, in the reaſoning of thoſe who 
ſay, that a removal of the Athanaſian 
doctrine of the Trinity from our Li- 
turgy, would tend and, 1 will ſay, 
greatly tend to the melioration of our 
manners. — 1 beg to be rightly under- 
ſtood; I do not here affirm that theſe 
doctrines ought to be removed; it may 
be, as ſome men inſinuate, that they can- 
not be removed without ſubverting the 
principles of the Chriſtian faith; and on 
that ſuppoſition they certainly ought 
not to be removed; it may he (for 
unleſs a man is ſo very unreaſonable, as 
to contend for the impoſſibility of any 
thing 
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thing being true, except what he and 
his friends aſſent) to it may be that they 
are unſcriptuaal doctrines; and, on that 
ſuppoſition, thoſe who believe them to 
be ſo, and wiſh to ſee them expunged 
from our Liturgy, are right in their 
reafoning—that a reformation of our 
. Liturgy would contribute to a refor- 
mation of manners. | 

1 will produce two quotations, from 
two different authors, not with a view 
of either defending or finding fault 
with the juſtneſs of their obſervations, 
but ſimply to ſhew, that the opinion 
which 1 have taken the liberty to ad- 
vance.— That the Athanaſian doctrine 
of the Trinity has contributed to the 
increaſe of Deiſm; is not advanced 
merely to ſupport an argument, but on 
ſolid grounds. Vbiiby, whoſe piety and 
learning are above all queſtion, in his 
Laſi Thoughts writes thus“! This doc- 
trine, that the Father, Son, and Holy 
=_ Ghoſt, are of one and the ſame indivi- 
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burleſque the holy Scriptures, or give 
them an uncouth, and abſurd ſenſe, 
from the beginning of the Goſpel to 
the end of the Epiſtles.“ Now, if the 
Athanaſian doctrine of the Trinity, 
burleſques and renders abſurd the holy 
Scriptures from the beginning of the 
Goſpel to the end of the Epiſtles, I 
know not how it can be expected, that 
any man of common ſenſe, who looks 
no farther than to his Liturgy for his 
faith, and there are many ſuch, can 
eſcape the infection of infidelity. I 
take the other quotation from a Book 
publiſhed in the courſe of the laſt year, 
intitled, “ Obſervations upon the Li- 
turgy, With a Propoſal for its Reform, 
&c. by a Layman of the Church of 
England, late an Under Secretary of 
State.” I have thought it reaſonable to 
produce the opinion of this Gentleman, 
in preference to that of many others 
which might have been produced, not 
only out of the reſpect which is due to 
his good intentions; but from think- 


ing 


1 
ing, that the Teſtimony of a Man who 
profeſſes himſelf a Friend to the Eſta- 
bliſhed Religion, and who from his 
ſituation. muſt have mixed much with 
the world, would, as to the point for 
which I quote it, be of as much im- 
portance as that of any other man. 
« The Athanaſian Creed is repreſented 
and defended as ſo literally copied from 
the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles, that who- 
ſoever refuſes his aſſent to every tittle 
of it is confidered as a diſbeliever of 
Chriſt's Divinity, and a denier of the 
three diſtinctions in the Divine Nature 
in which we are commanded to be 
baptized; and what is ſtill more to be 
lamented, many who go to that Creed 
to learn Chriſtianity, as conceiving it to 
be nothing but what all Chriſtians muſt 
and do believe, come away ſhocked or 
confounded, and in compliment to their 
own reaſon, or to preſerve it, enliſt 
under the banners of Deiſm; inſo- 
much, that I really believe that Creed 
has made more Deifts than all the 
| Writings 
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Writings of all the oppugners of Chriſ- 
tianity, ſince it was firſt unfortunately 
adopted in our Liturgy,” Enough I 
think on this head, let us turn to an- 
other. 11 f | - 
To call upon thoſe WAY out of a 
ſincere regard to the public good, have 
hinted the propriety of a Reformation 
of our Liturgy, for a full detail of all 
particulars which they may think ex- 
ceptionable in it, would not be a rea- 
ſonable demand, even if the ſubject was 
a new one. A man may be thoroughly 
convinced of the exiſtence of an evil, 
and yet not be fully aware of the ex- 
tent and malignity of it in all its parts; 
or ſuppoſing him perfectly acquainted 
with the whole ſubject, he may be kept 
back, out of a regard to peace and de- 
cency, and diffidence in his own abi- 
lity, from diſplaying to the world all 
his knowledge, on a ſubject of delicacy 
and importance; or he may refrain 
from doing it, out of deference to thoſe 
whoſe more immediate duty he may 

think 
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think it is, to bring forward his hints, 


by the authority annexed to their ſta- 


tion, and by the ſanctity appertaining 
to their function. Theſe might be 


ſufficient reaſons for a man's contenting 
himſelf with throwing out general 
hints, even if the ſubject of them had 


never before attracted the attention of 


the world; but to demand particulars 
on this ſubject, muſt either proceed 


from an incompetent knowledge in the 


perſon who makes the demand; or 
from his reliance on the ignorance of 
thoſe before whom it is made. The 
Letter by a Country Curate, firſt pub- 
liſhed in a reſpectable Miſcellany in 
1737, afterwards redeemed from obli- 
vion by appearing in a Book © On the 


Expediency and Neceflity of reviſing 


and improving the Public Liturgy ' in 
1:7 49, and lately brought forward again 


by the Author of the Hints,“ is neither 


the firſt nor the moſt important publi- 
cation, though certainly valuable as far 
as it goes, on a reform of our Liturgy. 

The 
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The Author of this Letter is ſuppoſed 
to have been the late Reverend David 
Hughes, Fellow of Queen's College in 
Cambridge; I have heard that he was 
a man of great modeſty, liberality, and 
knowledge in the Scriptures, and that 
his memory is much revered in that 

Univerſity. 5 
It is generally known that a Com- 
miſſion was iſſued in the Year 1689, 
impowering ſeveral Biſhops, and other 
Churchmen, to prepare ſuch alterations 
of the Liturgy, &c. as they ſhould judge 
reaſonable. All the proceedings under 
that Commiſſion are not known (the 
Books containing the account of them 
having never been publiſhed) but ſome 
of them are; I will mention a few, 
from Birch's Life of Tillotſon ; not only 
with a view of ſatisfying, in ſome mea- 
ſnare, the demands of thoſe who call 
for particulars, but to oppoſe the au- 
thority of the names of Stillingfleet, 
Patrick, Tillotſon, Kidder, Teniſon, 
c&c. to that of thoſe who have formerly 
n thought, 
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thought, or who do now think, that 
no alteration whatever ought to take 
Place, being well aware of the truth of 
that ſaying of Hilary to St. Auſtin, which 
is quoted by Hooker, © Your moſt re- 
« ligious wiſdom knoweth how great 
e the Number in the Church of God 
44 is, whom the very Authority of Men's 
« Names doth keep in that opinion 
ce which they hold already, or draw 
« into that which they have not before 
held.“ It was determined by the Com- 
miſſioners in 1689 — That the Chant- 
ing of divine ſervice in Cathedral 
Churches ſhould be laid aſide, that the 
whole may be rendered intelligible to 
the common people That beſides the 
Pſalms being read in their courſe as 
before, ſome proper and devout ones 
be ſelected for Sundays—That the 
Apocryphal Leſſons, and thoſe of the 
Old Teſtament which are too natural, 
be thrown out, and others appointed 
i their ſtead—That if any do in con- 
{cience ſcruple the uſe of the Croſs in 
- Baptiſm, 


B 
Baptiſm, it may be omitted That if 
any refuſe to receive the Sacrament of 
the Lords Supper kneeling, it may be 
adminiſtered to them in their pews.— 
That the abſolution in Morning and 
Evening Prayer may be read by a Dea- 
con, and thoſe words, and reimiſſion 
be put out as not being intelligible—That 
theſe words in the Te Deum, *© thine ho- 
norable, true, and only Son,” be thus 
turned, “ thine only begotten Son 5 ho- 
nourable being only a civil term and 
no where uſed in Sacris—That the 
Benedicite ſhall be changed into the 
128th Pſalm, and other Pſalms like- 
wiſe appointed for the Benedii/s and 
Nunc dimitiis— That all high titles or 
appellations of the King, Queen, &c. 
ſhall be left out of the Prayers, ſuch as 
mot illuſtrious, religious, mighty, Ge. 
and only the word Sovereign retained 
for the King and Queen—That thoſe 
words in the Prayer for the King, Gran? 
that he may vanquiſh, and overcome all 
bis Enemies, as of too large an Extent, 
if the King engages in an unjuſt War, 
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ſhall be turned thus, „ proſper all his 
e righteous undertakings againſt thy 
« Enemies,” 

That the Prayer which begins, 2 
God, whoſe nature and property, ſhall 
be thrown out, as full of ſtrange and 
impertinent expreſſions. 

About the Athanaſian Creed, they 
came at laſt to this concluſion, that 
leaſt the wholly rejecting it, ſhould by 
unreaſonable perſons be imputed to 
them as Socianiſm, a rubric ſhall be 
made, ſetting forth, or declaring the 
curſes denounced therein not to be re- 
ſtrained to every particular article, but 
intended againſt thoſe that deny the 
ſubſtance of the Chriſtian Religion. 
Theſe are ſome of the alterations of 
the Liturgy which were propoſed by 
the Commiſſioners in 1689: what 
others were agreed to, is beſt known 
to thoſe who have ſeen the original 
books: but, whether the repreſenting 
even theſe as trifling and inſignificant, 
and conſiſting of mere verbal errors, is 
a fair repreſentation, I leave to the 
Reader's 
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Reader's own candid judgement, with- 
out preſuming to direct it. It appears, 
from the hiſtory of the times, that 
this reform was rejected by the in- 
Anence of the Jacobites, who wanted 
to bring back King James; and of the 
High Churchmen, who declared againſt 
all alterations whatever, The particu- 
lars then thought neceſſary to be 
changed, and other particulars fince 
thought neceſſary, might, it is pre- 
ſumed, when properly prepared, be 
ſubmitted to the deliberation and de- 
ciſion of Parliament at this time, with 
a good proſpect. of ſucceſs; I ſay of 
Parliament, for laymen are as much 
intereſted in the truth of Chriſtianity 
as churchmen are; and, in this en- 
lightencd age, are as capable of fecing 
what is revealed in their Bible; and I 
ſay at this time, for the piety of the 
Monarch and his regard for religion 
are unqueſtioned; and I have not 
heard that he has ever expreſſed a diſ- 
like to the undertaking, We have now 
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no Jacobitical faction to be afraid of; 
and if there are churchmen who de- 
clare againſt any alteration whatever, I 
think their number is, comparatively 
ſpeaking, ſmall. It is not in my 
power to comprehend the reaſon of 
this ſtiffneſs; It cannot ſurely proceed 
from that rinciple which influenced 
Archbiſhop W/bitgiff, when, on the 
Commons having paſſed a bill for per- 
mitting marriage to be celebrated at 
any time of the year, he complained 
to Queen Elizabeth, aſſerting that the 
pill contained matter which tended to 
the ander of the Church, as having hi- 
therto maintained an error; for at this 
time of day we are too liberal, it is to 
be hoped, to conceive that any hu- 
man conſtitution can be flandered for 
not having attained abſolute perfection. 
If it ſhould proceed from (as appears 
to me) a groundleſs apprehenſion of 
the conſtitution of the Church being 
endangered by innovation, I would beg 
} ve to recommend to the 70/2 /erious 
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conſideration of thoſe who are of this 
opinion, a\remark of Lord Bacon, whoſe 
manner is \to expreſs in a ſentence what 
a common man would write a book 
about, “ a froward retention of cuſtom 
& 1S as furbulent a thing as an innova— 
& tion ;”—and let me add, though I 
cannot expect equal credit to be given 
to the obſervation, hat more conſlitu- 
tions, civil and eccleſiaſtical, have been 
overturned by That is called firmneſs in 
their rulers, than by well-timed conde- 
ſcenſions to popular requiſitions, —If 
more particulars are required than what 
were taken into confideration by the 
Commiſſioners in 1689, the reader 
may turn to a book publiſhed in 1746, 
and a ſecond edition in 1750, entitled 
Free and Candid Diſquiſitions relating 
& to the Church of England, and the 
« Means of advancing Religion therein.” 
If he ſtill is not ſatisſied, but accuſes 
the friends to reform of dealing in ge- 
nerals, let him look into Dr. Clarke's 
Improved Common Prayer Book ; let 
4 him 


— : 
——————— — _— DT” ———— ——  —— — - ln » Q 3 ——— 
* 


1 


him ſtudy a pamphlet, which will be 
remembered to the honour of its au- 


thor, when the concerns of humanity 


will affect him no more, publiſhed in 
17745 under the title of Queries re- 


<« lating to the Book of Common 


& Prayer, &c. with propoſed Amend- 
% ments ;” let him laſtly peruſe, * Ob- 
& ſexvations on the Liturgy, &c.” which 
I have before referred to. No man 
who knows any thing of the works 
here mentioned, and the catalogue 
might have been much enlarged, can 


be at a loſs for the particulars of that 


reform, which has been, in the courſe 
of the laſt hundred years, ſo often 
called for by men of candour, integrity, 
and learning: and no one, who con- 
ſiders the matter without paſſion or 


Prejudice, will, I am perſuaded, ſpeak 


of it as a frivolous objec? which theſe 
men have in view, or ſuppoſe that they 
did not wnder/iand before they, it can- 
not with juſtice be ſaid, rebuked, but 
hinted their diſlike. 


But, 
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But, as there 15 un argument, it may 
be called a palmary one, which ſome men 
gabe always at hand to juſtify their cla- 
mmours againſ} an amendment of our Li- 
turgy and Articles, it may be of uſe 10 
conſider it with ſome atiention. The 
argument in brief is this: The know- 
ledge of Religion does not admit a pro- 
greſſion ſimilar to that which takes 
place in other ſubjects of human inveſ- 


tigation; learning may indeed be 
Properly employed in elucidating the 
difficulties of the Sacred Writings, but 


with the Doctrines themſelves, as they 
are delivered in Scripture, human learn- 
ing has no concern. Now, if I may 
be allowed the uſe of ſo ſtrong a word, 
maintain that this argument is not 
true; and I maintain, moreover, that 
the principle on which it 1s founded, is 
a principle better ſuited to the ignorance 


and tyranny of the Church of Rome, 


than to the learning and liberality of 
the Church of England. I maintain, 
that 
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that the argument is not true, inaſ- 
much as the clear elucidation of a dif- 
ficulty in the Sacred Writings is, in 
many important inſtances, the eſtab- 
liſnment of a doctrine. An expreſſion 
apparently obſcure or ambiguous may 
contain a dodZrinal point; and when hu- 
man learning has cleared up the obſcu- 
rity, or removed the ambiguity, the 
doctrine will be aſcertained, and not 
before: for a dubious and ambiguous 
doctrine is no doctrine. So that human 
learning may ſhew us hat to be a 
doctrine which, in our ignorance, we 
did not apprebend to be one. Or it 


may ſhew us the reverſe ; it may ſhew 


us, that in deterence to the authority 
at Popes and Councils, or in obedience 
to our own mitapprekenſion of the ſenſe 
of particular paſlages, we have taken 
that to be a doctrine of Scripture which 
was. nothing more than a fancy in our 
own brain, or in that of other men. It 
is one of the doctrines of the New Tei- 

7 tament 


1 
tament—That Jeſus Chriſt is the Son of 
God; and I preſume it would be no 
improper object tor the exerciſe of hu- 
man learning to enquire, in what ſenſe 
Jeſus Chriſt is ſaid to be the Son of God; 
and if it ſhould be found, that he is 
called the Son of God in more ſenſes 
than one, there 1s no abſurdity in 
thinking, that all the learned men in 
Chriſtendom might be uſefully em- 
ployed in clearly and indubitably aſcer- 
taining, what was the ſenſe in which 
the eunuch uſed the expreſſion, when 
he ſaid, -I believe that Jeſus Chriſt is the 
Son of God; for on that profeſſion he 
was baptized. An elucidation of this 
difficulty would rid the world of many 
fooliſh and unlearned queſtions ; and teach 
mankind what was, and what was not, 
that doctrine concerning the Perſon of 
Chriſt, without a belief of which a man 
muſt periſh everlaſtingly. 

So much has been written on the 
Trinity, on Free Will, on Original Sin, 
on 
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on Grace, on Predeſtination, and other 
ſuppoſed fundamental Doctrines of our 
Holy Religion, that a man's life-time 
would not be ſufficient for enabling 
bim to peruſe all that has been pub- 
liſhed on any one of thoſe ſubjects either 
before the Reformation, or ſince.— 


What are we to learn from hence? 


Not a leſſon of deſpondence, as if learn- 
ing had no concern with the doctrines 
of the New Teſtament ; but a leſſon of 
diffidence and moderation; a leſſon of 
backwardneſs in ſaying that our Church 
alone has /e ſaitb which was once de- 
tivered to the ſaints; a leſſon of for- 
bearance, in permitting thoſe to miniſ- 
ter amongſt us who cannot, in every 
thing, aſſent to our deciſion of ſuch ab- 
ſtruſe points. That here is one God, 
and one Mediator between God and man, 
the Man Chriſt Jeſus, who gave himſelf a 
ranſom for all. hat as in Adam all die, 
even ſo in Chriſt hall all be made ative.— 
* bat as the Father hath Ii ife in himſelf, fo 

Bath 
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bath he given to the Son to have life in 
him{elf.—That the eleven diſciples were 
commanded 0 teach all nations, bap- 
ting them in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoft.— 
Theſe and other Truths of high im- 
portance, muſt of neceſſity be aſſented 
to by all, being expreſſed in Scripture 
language; and, in fact, no ſect of 
Chriitians ever denied any of them, 
But does it follow from this general 
aſſent, that human learning has no 
concern wita Scripture - Doctrines ? 
Would to God that learned men had 
ever thought ſo, and would think fo 
now | Then ſhould we have been 
freed from learned Creeds, learned 
Confeſſions of Faith, learned Articles 
of Religion.— If a ſummary of Religion 
had been thought uſeful in the Church 
of Chriſt, and 1 deny not its utility, it 
would have been expreſſed in the words 
of Scripture, and, every man being left 
at liberty to interpret theſe words for 

5 himſelf 
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himſelf according to the ability which 
God had given him, peace and charity 
would have been preſerved. But this 
moderation has never yet taken place 
amongſt Chriſtians. All aſſent to the 
truth of doctrines expreſſed in Scripture 
Language ; but different Sects interpret 
the ſame words in different ſenſes, draw 
from them different concluſions, build 
on them different ſuperſtructures, and 
think uncharitably of one another on 
account of their different opinions. All 
allow that there is no appeal from the 
Bible; every Athanaſian, Arian, Soci- 
nian, every Heretick of every age has 
been ready to ſay, with Chillingworth, 
% Propoſe me any thing out of the 
_ © Bible, and require whether I believe 
« it or no; and ſeem it never ſo incom- 
« prehenſible to human reaſon, I will 
& ſubſcribe it with hand and heart; as 
„knowing no demonſtration can be 
« ſtronger than this, God hath ſaid ſo, 
« therefore it is true.” But every man 
of 
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of ſenſe hath been ready to ſay alſo with 
Locke, when any thing hath been pro- 
poſed to him out of the Bible, * It is the 
& buſineſs of reaſon to judge of the 
& fignification of the words wherein it is 
& delivered.” 
I think it has been of ſingular ad- 
yantage to the cauſe of Chriſtianity, 
that the authenticity of the books of 
the New Teſtament, that the reality of 
the miracles mentioned in them, that 
the completion of the prophecies of 
the Old Teſtament, that the inſpiration 
of the Apoſtles, that the pre- exiſtence of 
Jeſus Chriſt, that the redemption of 
mankind through his blood, that all 
the great principles of Chriſtian Faith 
have been queſtioned by men of learn- 
ing and ingenuity ; for after all the ſab- 
ductions of facts, authorities, probabi- 
lities, doctrines have been made, which, 
from the exertions of great talents and 
great inclination to diſparage the Chri- 
{tian ſyſtem, could be made, {till there 
remains 
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remains ſomewhat of our common 
Faith in which all agree, and that ſome- 
what is, in my apprehenſion, a cir- 
cumſtance of ſuch ineffable importance, 
that I will never refuſe the right hand 
of Chriſtian fellowſhip to him who 
acknowledges its truth, never think 
or ſpeak of him with diſreſpect, or with 
true phariſaical pride eftecm myſelf to 
be more orthodox, more acceptable to 
my Maker and Redeemer than he 1s; 
and that ſomewhat is this :* Eternal 
Life 1s the gift of God through Jeſus 
Chriſt“— In vain will any man attempt 


to leflen in me my charity towards 


others, by telling me that this is but 
one of many truths contained in the 
Scripture, in which they agree with 
me: it may be 10; God grant that we 
may all underſtand others truths as 
clearly as we underſtand this, and then 
there will be no diſagreement amongſt 
any of us. In vain will he attempt to 
puzzle my underſtanding with curious 

queſtions 
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queſtions concerning the conſubſtantia- 
bility of the Father and the Son; with 
doubtful diſputations concerning the in- 
finite Juſtice of the Supreme Being, 
requiring infinite ſatisfaction for the 
ſins of a finite being, and eſtimating 
the atrocity of guilt, by the greatneſs 
of the Being againſt whom offence 
is committed, rather than by the imbe- 
cillity of the being who coramits it; 
with metaphyſical ſpeculations concern- 
ing the impulſive principle which de- 
termined God to give this gift to man- 
kind at all, or through another. — 
Though I may underſtand little or no- 
thing of theſe points, and of points 
ſuch as theſe ; and though it be cer- 
tain that the bulk of Chriſtians, where- 
ever the Goſpel 1s preached, muſt be 
wholly 1gnorant of them, yet all may 
preſs forward in one hope of their calling, 
all men be aſſured that, if they obey 
the Goſpel, they will attain eternal life; 
for after all the merit which may be 

E ſuppoſed 
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fuppoſed to attend confeſſions of our 
faith, yet hey only are true believers 
in Chriſt who obey his commandments: 
what he himſelf ſaid to the Jews, who 
believed on him, may be extended to 
all, if ye continue in my word, then are 
ye my diſciples indeed. | 

I do not mean to inſinuate that 
there is no merit in confeſſions of faith; 
or that learning 1s mifemployed in ex- 
tracting articles of faith from the doc- 
trines of the Scriptures; quite the 
contrary. The more critically one part 
of . Scripture is compared with another, 
and the more accurately the language 
in which it is written is underſtood, 
the purer will our faith be. It is not 
learning, with reſpect to doctrines, 
which thould be laid aſide; but it is 
that ſelf- ſufficiency of intellect, which 
prompts a man to impoſe on others his 
ſenſe of a doctrine as the only true 
ſenſe, which ought to be diſcarded. 
| EYE: i To 
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To allow any one age to preſcribe in 
Religion a mode of faith and worthip 
for all ſycceeding ages, 1s to give way 
to that tyrannical aſſumption of power, 
Which the Church of Rome claimed 
over the world, and ought never to be 
ſo much as mentioned amongſt Pro- 
teſtants. I have great reſpect for the 
names of Cranmer, Hooker, Jewell, 
Chillingworth ; but to affert that every 
thing was ſo properly ſettled by them, 
that we ought not to deviate from them 
in any thing, is to uſe that ſlaviſh argu- 
ment ad verecundiam, which the Church 
of Rome might have uſed, and which 
ſhe did uſe in her moſt corrupted ftate. 
The enemies of Religious Eſtabliſhments 
have not ſcrupled to ſay, that an attach- 
ment to ſyſtem, a pretenſion to infalli- 
bility, an affectation of dominion over 
conſcience, were not the peculiar marks 
of any particular eſtablihment, but 
general characteriſtics appertaining to 
ali. And I profeſs I cannot liſten to 
the opinion, which would compel Pro- 
BS: teſtants 
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teſtants of all future Ages to ſubmit 
their Underſtandings to the deciſions 
of Cranmer and Ridley, of Parker 
and Grindal, and other Reformers 
of Religion, and Compilers of Litur- 
gies, without aſtoniſhment and concern. 
'Theſe Men, it 1s readily allowed, did 
much ; but have Locke, and Clarke, 
and Hoadly, and Taylor, done nothing ? 
When at the Council of Trent the 
Church of Rome ſaid—ad coercenda 
petulantia ingenia decernit (Synodus) ut 
nemo ſua prudentia innixus in rebus fidei 
et morum ad adificationem doctrinæ per- 
tinentium, ſacram ſcripturam ad ſuos 
fenſus contorquens, et contra Senſum 
quem tenuit, et tenet Sandla Mater Ec- 
cleſia, cujtts ęſt judicare de vero ſenſu et 
interpretatione Scripturarum Sanctarum, 
aut etiam contra unanimem ſenſum Pa- 
trum, ipſam ſacram Scripturam inter- 
pretari audeat, what did the Church of 
Rome Zhen ſay more, than what is 10 
{aid by certain Members of the Church 

of 


1 
of England? The Meaning of their 


Language is this Let no one preſume 


to uſe his own ability in expounding 
Scripture contrary to the Senſe of the 
Eſtabliſned Church, and the unanimous 
Conſent (though ſuch unanimity never 
exiſted) of thoſe learned Fathers who 
have gone before us; every thing is 
ſettled, nothing can be altered for the 
better, Religion is not a progreſſive 
Science, and they who think it to be 
ſo are petulaniia ingenia, and mult be 
coerced. 


Syſtems in Theology have as much 


oſtructed the progreſs of Revealed 
Truth, as Syſtems in Philoſophy have 


done that of Natural Truth; and it will 


require as much application of genius, 
induſtry and learning, to free the 


Chriſtian world from the dominion of 


corrupted Doctrine, as it did to tree the 
philoſophic World from the dominion 
of Ariſtotle. So that, 
Though Religion be not intended, 
For nothing elſe but to be mended, 
E 3 e 
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Yet Councils, and Synods, and Convo- 
cations, and Aſſemblies of Churchmen 
have uſed ſo much wood, hay, ſtubble, 
in erecting, altering, and repairing Reli- 
gious Eſtabliſhments, that Wickliffe and 


Luther were almoſt at a loſs to diſcover 


Religion itſelf : inſtead of the founda- 


tion of Apeſiles and Prophets, they met 


with that of Councils and Churches; 


inſtead of the Chief Corner Stone Jeſus 


Chri/l, they every where met with Anti- 
chriſt, who had uſurped his place. In 
plain language, Chriſtianity has been 
ſo corrupted, that it will be a work 
of ages to reſtore it to its original pu- 


rity; and Dr. Cudworth had reaſon on 


his fide, when he doubted whether the 
truth of the Chriſtian Religion was 
more apparent in having prevailed 
againſt its enemies, or in not having 


been ſmothered by the frauds and for- 


geries of its friends.—-But it is time to 


advert for a moment to the Athanaſian 


Creed. I have heard of the blaſphemy 
of 
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of Hereſy in denying the Athanaſian 

doctrine of the Trinity; and 1 have 
heard of the blaſphemy of orthodoxy 
in defending it. In the uſe of ſuch 
expreſſions, every one muſt be ſuppoſed 
to deliver only his own ſenſe of things; 
and this diverſity of opinion may be 
eaſily tolerated, if every man will but 
treat the opinion of his neighbour with 
that reſpect and moderation which he 
wiſhes to be given to his own; and 
abſtain from, what he would reſent as 
an indignity if offered to himſelf, im- 
poſing his ſenſe of things on other 
men. Let no one raſhly, and injuri— 
oully, conclude, that he who diflikes 
the Athanaſian Creed, and withes to ſee 
it expunged from our Liturgy, does 
thereby ſhew his diſbelief of the doc- 
trine of a Trinity; he may admit the 
doctrine of 4 Trinity, without admitting 
the doctrine of the Athanaſian Trinity; 
nay he may even admit the doctrine of 
the Athanaſian Trinity, and yet reject 
„ the 
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the Creed for its uncharitableneſs. The 
opinions of divines who have. admitted 
a Trinity have been infinitely various; 
ce did Athanaſius (ſays a deep inquirer 
into this ſubject) deny the Trinity be- 
cauſe he differed from Origen? or Cyril, 
becauſe he differed from Athanaſius ? 
or Petavius, becauſe he differed from 
Cyril? or Clarke, Pearſon, How, Wallis, 
South, Bennet, Burnet, Sherlock, &c. 
becaule they differed from one another: 
or Waterland, becauſe he formed a ſyſ- 
tem different from all that went before 
him ? Surely by no means; every one 
had a right to underſtand the doctrine 
as he thought was moſt agreeable to 
Scripture, but none of them to impoſe 
his opinion on other men.“ I have in- 
troduced this quotation to abate the ap- 
prehenſions of thoſe who might think, 
that in parting with the Athanaſian 
Creed, they muſt of neceſſity give up 
every idea of a Trinity; they will part 
With nothing more than what every 
- Church 
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Church of Chriſt, whether ſituated in 
the Eaſt or in the Ve, ought, when 
it was firſt offered to them, to have 
rejected as a bold invaſion of their Chri- 
ſtian Liberty, as a direct infringement 

of the Chriſtian Law of Charity. 
A Man (nobody now certainly knows 
who he was, or when he lived) of 
like paſſions, prejudices, and infirmi- 
ties with the reſt of his ſpecies, has had 
the preſumption to declare, that ever- 
laſting puniſhment will be the lot of 
all thoſe who do not believe a doctrine, 
and his expoſition of that doctrine, 
which, if revealed at all in Scripture, 
is confefledly above human compre- 
henſion, and incapable of explanation. 
It is trifling to ſay that the damnatory 
clauſes are not parts of the Creed, and 
. aeclare nothing more than the opinion of 
the compoſer, for they extend from the 
beginning to the end of the Creed, and 
denounce damnation againſt all who do 
not believe every part of it; and it is 
a evident 
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evident that the Commiſſioners in 1689 
underſtood them to. do fo, or they 
would never have propoſed that “ a 
& Rubric ſhould be made, declaring the 
et curſes denounced in the Creed not 10 
&« be reftrained to every particular Arti- 


* cle, but intended againſt thoſe who 


et deny the Subſtance of the Chriſtian 
e Religion in general.” The Reader 
will do me injuſtice, if he thinks that 
I am in this place objecting to the doc- 
trine of the Trinity on any ground; 
and he will do me much greater in- 
juſtice, it he thinks that I am objecting 
to it, on the ground of my inability to 
comprehend it. I know full well my 
inability to comprehend either the na- 
tural or moral attributes of the Deity ; 
the mode of my own exiſtence; the 
operation of any natural Cauſe what- 
ever; to derive any objection to the 


Trinity from ſuch a principle; nor do 


believe that the incomprehenſibility 
of the doctrine, ever hindered a man 
e x of 
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of ſenſe from embracing it: all at 
leaſt whom I have converſed with, 
have uniformly argued—We know the 
diſtin& Provinces of Faith and Reaſon ; 
we know that God will never require 
us to believe any thing that is contrary 
to Reaſon; and we are ready to believe 
any thing that is above our Reaſon, if 
it can be ſhewn to come from him : 
we do not object to the Doctrine of 
Trinity becauſe it is above our Reaſon, 
and we can not comprehend it; but we 
object to it, becauſe we can not find that 
it is either literally contained in any 
paſſage of Holy Writ, or can by ſound 
Criticiſm be deduced from it. 

Whoſoever will be ſaved: before all 
things it is neceſſary that he hold the 
Catholic Faith. Which Faith except every 
one do keep whole and undefiled : without 
doubt he ſhall periſh everlaſiingly, And 
the Catholic Faith is this : That we wor- 
Ship one God in Trinity, and Trinity in 
Unity, Shew me, thou that judgeft ano- 

| ” ther 
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ther Man's Servant ſo harſhly, thou 

that boldly ſayeſt without doubt he ſhall 

- periſh everlaſtingly, ſhew me in what 
part of the Bible, men are commanded 

to Wor/hip one God in Trinity, and Trinity 

in Unity—the ſanction is dreadful, the 

Law ſhould be plain—produce the paſ- 

fage itſelf, and preſume not by infer- 

ence and argumentation, by metaphy- 

 fical notions, ſcholaſtic diſtinctions, and 
unſcriptural phraſeology, to damn with- 

out doubt all men, for not believing as 

thou believeſt. I know that the divine 
diſpleaſure is, in many places, de- 

nounced againſt thoſe who reject the 

Goſpel, when it has been offered to 

them ; but I deny that it is in any one 

place denounced againſt thoſe, who do 

not wor/hip One God in Trinity, and Tri- 

nity in Unity, neither confoundins the 

perſons nor dividing ihe ſublance. With- 
out tiring my reader by ſhewing the 

Irrelevancy, if I may be allowed the 

expreſſion, of moſt of thoſe paſſages 

which 
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which are uſually produced from Scrip- 
ture, in juſtification of the damnatory 
Clauſes of this Creed, I will ſingle out 
one, and that by far the ſtrongeſt which 
can' be met with; but I will not con- 
tent myſelf, as 7s too offen done, with 
quoting the latter part of the paſſage 
only, Jeſus when he was about finally 
to leave his Diſciples ſaid to them— 
Go ye into all the World and preach the 
Goſpel to every creature, he that believetÞ 
and is baptized hall be ſaved; but he that 
believeth not ſpall be damned. — Without 
ſtopping in this place, to inquire criti- 
cally into the meaning of the word 
damned as it is here uſed, but admit- 
ting, what ſome men will not grant, 
that it has a reference to a future ſtate, 
what is the whole paſſage, when taken 
as it ought to be together, to the pur- 
poſe for which it is produced ? Dam- 
nation is here denounced againſt thoſe 
who do not believe the Goſpel, but it is 
not denounced againſt thoſe who do not 
believe 
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believe the Creed of 8t. Athanaſius. 
ut dhe doctrine. of the Goſpel, Jon 


will rejoin, is exactly the ſame as the 
doctrine of the Creed of St. Athanaſius. 
80 oz are pleaſed to ſay - but I have 
a right to demand how you #n0w. it to 
be the ſame; the term Trinity occurs 
not at all, the term Subſtance occurs 
not in the ſenſe in which it is here 
uſed, in the whole New Teſtament ; 
and the other phraſes in-which the dif- 
ferent parts of the Creed are expreſſed 
are not Scripture phraſes; the utmoſt 
that you can ſay, or that the. Compiler 
of the Creed himſelf (whether it was 
Vigilius -Tap/en/is, as he is commonly 
called, or any other Perſon) could have 
ſaid, is, that you believe it to be the 
ſame. It may be that your belief is 
right; it may be, that it is otherwiſe; 
this is not the time for examining whe- 

ther it be right or wrong; I ſay nothing 
on that ſubject; but I muſt remind you, 
of what you ought never to have for- 
gotten 
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gotten for a moment, that there are and 
have ever been thouſands, and tens of 
thouſands of men, who have reſolutely 
contended, and do now contend, rightly 
or otherwiſe I here inquire not, that 
your beliet is an abſolute error; that 
the Creed of St. Athanaſius is not the 
ſame thing as the Goſpel; that myriads 
of Jews and Gentiles were baptized and 
put, they truſt, into a ſtate of ſalvation 


before ever the name of Athanaſius - 


was heard of in the world ; that the 
Church of England herſelf baptizes 


infants. and adults in the name of the 


Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and de- 


clares them to be thereby made heirs 


of everlaſting ſalvation on their pro- 
feſſing a belief of the Apboſtle: Creed; 
that in doing this, ſhe clearly ſhews, 
either that ſhe does not believe the 
Creed of Athanaſius to be neceſſary to 
ſal vation, for ſhe declares Perſons to be 
in a ſtate of ſalvation without their 
Profeſſion of it; or, that ſhe thinks it 
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is in nothing different from the Apoſtles 
Creed; and, if it be in nothing different 
from the Apoſtles' Creed, the introduc- 
tion of it into the Liturgy, whenever it 
was done, was uſeleſs; and the reten- 
tion of it is he receiving bim that is 
weak in the faith to doubtful diſputa- 
tions; it is putting a flumbling-block, an 
occaſion to fall, in our brother's way, 
Gracious God! whence is it that 
men are ſo little conſcious of the im- 
perfection of human knowledge in all 
Sciences; of the utter impotency of 
human reaſon in whatever reſpects 
Deity ; of the fallibility of human judg- 
ment in every thing; that they have 
ſo little humility as men; fo little 
charity as Chriſtians; as not to bluth 
at erecting their interpretation of Scrip- 
ture, into an Idol, which all men muſt 
either worſhip, or periſh without doubt 
everlaſtingly ! That there are ſeveral 
Goſpel truths in the Creed of St. Atha- 
naſius is not denied ; but it is argued, 
though every particular of the Creed 
| . could 
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could be proved from Scripture to the 
ſatisfaction of every Chriſtian in the 
world, except one, that all the Chriſtians 
in the world would err againſt Goſpel 
Charity, in adjudging, without any 
doubt, that oe to ever/a/ting damnation, 
for not believing as they believe. 

I meddle not with the doctrine of 
the Creed; the Meaning of the terms 
 Conjubitantiability and Perſonality, as ap- 
plied even to objects of our ſenſes, is 
not clearly comprehended by one man 
in a thouſand : Mr. Locke's opinion 
that abſtract ideas conſtitute the ſorts of 
ſubſtances, is ſomewhat more intelli- 
gible than the ſcholaſtic doctrine of 
ſubſtantial forms; and yet different 
men would not perhaps ſoon agree, in 
what the ſubſtance of man differed 
from that of brute. But when theſe 
terms are applied to the Supreme Being; 
when Chriſt is ſaid to be conſubſtantial 
with us by reaſon of his humanity, 
and conſubſtantial with God by reaſon 
| F of 
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of his Deity (opouoiog rw trop vr thy 
Heor /a, ou d muy rr Thy c - 
ile), all my ideas, abſtract and others, 
an entirely loſt; and though on that 
account, the propoſitions reſpecting ſuch 
Conſubſtantiability are not to be re- 
jected, if God hath faid that they are 
true; yet a man may humbly wiſh, 
and he ought not to beeſteemed factious 
and turbulent for expreſſing his wiſh 
to ſubmit his reafon to the very words 
of Revelation, rather than to terms of 
man's invention. : 
I enter not into the queſtion, when 
or by whom this Creed was compoſed. 
Cave, as quoted by Dr. Clarke, ſays, 
that it was never cited till about the 
year 800, above 400 years after the 
death of Athanaſius; nor was received 
in the Church till ſo very late as about 
the year 1000: But though it could 
be proved that this ineHj, able treaſure, 
as it has been called, was given to the 
* as long before the age of Atha- 
naſius, 
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naſius, as it was probably given after 
it, fill muſt I be of opinion, that the 
Church of Chriſt ought never to have 
received it. There may be inveteracy 
of error, as well as antiquity of truth; 
and he who can ſay nothing for his 
_ own opinions but that they are old; or 
againft thoſe of his opponents, but that 
they are new, ſeems to me to ſay no- 
thing to the purpoſe on either ſide. 
I will ſpeak freely. Was I compelled 
to receive a Creed of human compo- 
Ton, I would more willingly, in theſe 
enlightened times, receive one from 
fuach men as Locke, Clarke, or Tillot- 
fon, than from either Athanaſius or 
Arrius, or even from hundreds of con- 
tentious or political Biſhops, aſſembled 
in ſolemn Council at Nice, Antioch, or 
Ariminum. ; 5 
After this declaration, the Reader 
will not expect, that I ſhould labour 
to adorn my page, or to diſplay my 
learning (no different matter, I aſſure 
| F 2 him, 
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him, in ſubjects of this kind) by a long 
ſtring of quotations from the Fathers, 
in ſupport of the doctrine of the Atha- 
naſian Creed, or in oppoſition to it. 
There is the leſs neceſſity for my doing 
this, in as much as it has been fre- 
quently done by others; for though 
all the ancient authorities have not pro- 
bably been produced on either fide, 
which might be produced; yet few of 
much importance have eſcaped the re- 
ſearches of Petavius, Bull, Clarke, 
Whiſton, Whitby, Waterland, and more 
modern writers on the Trinity. And 
there is no neceſſity at all for its being 
done either by me or any body. elſe, if we 
may credit the judgment of the modeſt 

and impartial Whitby, he having, with- 
out any reſerve, declared it to be his 
opinion, and ſupported his declaration 
by great learning, “ that the. contro- 
verſies concerning. the Trinity can not 
be certainly ſettled by the writings of 
the F e by Councils, or Catholic 
tradition.” 
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tradition.“ So that if a Controverſia- 
liſt ſhould become another Pete, Lo- 
bard in collecting the /entences of the 
Fathers, or another Duns Scotus in 
twiſting them to his purpoſe, he would 
not, in the opinion of competent judges, 
be able to eſtabliſh, (perhaps it may be 
added, not to refute, ſo looſely do the 
Fathers often expreſs themſelves,) the 
Athanaſian doctrine of the Trinity. The 
doctrine, if it can be eſtabliſned, muſt 
be eſtabliſhed as all other doctrines 
ought to be, on the authority of Scrip- 
ture. And in having recourſe to 
Scripture on this point, 1 can not but 
admire that ſo much Learning has been 
expended by oae party in proving, and 
by the other in diſproving, the genuine- 
neſs of the famous text in the firſt 
Epiſtle of St. John. May I be permitted 
Humbly to ſtate my opinion—That the 
text, it genuine, can never prove the 
Truth of the Athanaſian doctrine of 
the Trinity, to the fatisfaction of thoſe 
„ F 3 who 
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who think that doctrine not to be 
proved in other parts of Scripture : 
and, on the other hand, that the text, 
if not genuine, will not enable the 
impugners of that doctrine to get rid of 
the other arguments from Scripture, by 
which it may be maintained ; for, it 
appears from Whiſton's Life of Clarke, 
that not only Newton, and Bentley, and 
Clarke gave up the Text as not genuine, 
but that the moſt learned defender of 
the Trinity, Waterland himſelf, thought 
it was ſpurious. Mr. Traviss labours, 
on the genuineneſs of this text, are 
highly meritorious; and the labours 
of Wolfus in his Cure Philologice, pub- 
lithed at Baſil in 1741, are highly 
meritorious allo; but to ſay that the 
ſeparate or united labours of theſe gen- 
tlemen have left no room for future 
doubt, or that the text now refls on the 
ſureſt baſis of authority and proof, is at- 
firming, what many excellent critics 
will not admit to be true, and what, 
if 
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if true, would not ſettle the point of 
doctrine, reſpecting a Trinity. 

It has been ſaid, and with an air of 
triumph, which the ſtricteſt accuracy, 
and the moſt indiſputable veracity of 
the ſaying, would ſcarcely juſtify, “ that 
the Book of Common Prayer, which 
has lately been adopted by the Epiſco- 
palian Church in America, is in all 
material points the ſame with ours; 

and indeed, excepting a few alterations, 
not one of them impugning any arti- 

cle of Faith, an exact copy of our own 
Ritual.” In a book of Common Prayer, 
publiſhed in 1786 at Philadelphia, and 
re-publiſhed laſt year in London, I find 
many variations from our Liturgy; I 
will firſt take notice of ſome, which, 
though they may be ſpoken of as not 
material, will by many be thought ſo; 
and then mention others, which all 
will acknowledge to be important. 
The wiſh of the Country Curaze with 
reſpect to ſponſors is accompliſhed, for 
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by the American Liturgy—Parents 
ſhall be admitted as Sponſors, if it be de- 
fired, and the Sign of the Croſs may be 
omitted. The objection of the Coun- 
try Curate to the prayer in the Burial 
Service, beginning with, A/mighty God 
with whom do live, © c. as being neither 
agreeable to reaſon or Scripture, has 
been attended to; for in the American 
Liturgy there is no ſuch prayer. In 
the ſame ſervice the phraſes ae unto 
himſelf the ſoul of our dear Brother, is 
changed into, Zake out of this world—_ 
The phraſe, in /ure and certain hope of 
the reſurreciion to eternal Life; and, as 
6ur hope 1s this our Brother doth, are 
both left out. In the article intituled, 
Of Faith in the Holy Trinity, 1 can not 
find any thing anſwering to- Unity of 
this Godhead there be three Perſons of 
one Subtance. In the article of Origi- 
nal Sin, I cannot find—berefore in 
every perſon born into this world it de- 
ferveth God's wrath and damnation.. 1 

| can 
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can find nothing anſwering to our 1 3th 
article, in which works done before 


juſtification are ſaid, to have the nature 
of in and the article reſpecting Pre- 


deſtination is greatly altered, But I 


ſtudy brevity; and will turn from theſe 


and ſimilar points, ſurely not immate- 


rial ones, to others which have been 
looked upon as of great moment. I 
will inſtance in four particulars. In 
the Apoſtle's Creed the words, © He 
deſcended into Hell” are omitted- The 
Athanaſian Creed is omitted---The Ni- 
cene Creed is omitted The abſolution 


of the ſick is omitted, and a Prayer from 


the Communion ſervice is introduced 
in its ſtead. Theſe are ſome of the 


alterations of our Liturgy, which the 


Epiſcopalian Church in America thought 
fit to propoſe ; moſt of which they have 
adopted ; and all of which, I queſtion 
not, they would have adopted, had 
they been left to the free and impartial 
exertion of their own judgment; and 
how 
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how. far ſuch a Liturgy can be looked 
upon as almoſt an exact copy of our 
Ritual, let the candid inquirer judge. 
Whether I am, or am not, juſtified 
in thinking, that the American Epiſco- 


palian Church would have adopted all 


the alterations, which appear in the 
Common Prayer Book printed at Phi- 


Iadelphia in 1786, if they had been 


permitted to follow their own judg- 


ment, the Reader muſt determine from 


the following ſtatement of facts, which 


1 have extracted from the journals of 
the American Convention, appointed 


to frame an Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution, 
and prepare a Liturgy, publiſhed in a 
book before quoted, by a late Under 
Secretary of flate, 1 

The Clerical and Lay deputies of the 
ſeveral States of New York, New Jerſey, 
Penſylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virgi- 
nia and South Carolina, conſiſting of forty 
two perſons, aſſembled in Convention 
at Philadelphia, and held ſeveral meet- 
ings 
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ings from the 27th of September, to the 
7th of October 1785. In theſe meet- 
ings a Committee, conſiſting of ſeven 
clerical, and of ſeven lay deputies, 
was appointed to conſider of, and report 
ſuch alterations in the Liturgy, as ſhould 
render it conſiſtent with the American 
Revolution, and fuch further alter- 
ations in the Liturgy, as it might be 
adviſeable for the Convention to recom 
mend to the conſideration of the Church 
there repreſented : the ſame Committee 
was appointed to prepare a drait of an 
eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution, for the Pro- 
teſtant Epiſcopal Church in the United 
States of America; and alſo to prepare 
and report a plan for obtaining the con- 
ſecration of Biſhops, together with an 
addreſs to the Archbiſhops and Biſhops 
of the Church of England, for that 
purpoſe. All this was performed by 
the Committee, and reported to the con- 
vention, and the book of Common- 
Prayer, which I have mentioned, was 
recom- 
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recommended by the Convention to the 


Conſideration of the Church by them 


any objection whatever was made to 


repreſented. lt does not appear that 


this reformed Liturgy by the Epiſcopa- 


lian Church in America, and that it 
was in fact uſed by that Church for 
ſome time is therefore to be preſumed. 
It ſeemed good to the Bifhops of 
England, before they conſecrated any 
American Biſhops, to recommend, ſhall 
it be ſaid, or to require, that in the 


American Common-Prayer Book—the 


Apoſtles Creed ſhould be reſtored to 
its integrity ; and that a place ſhould 


be given in it to the Nicene and Atha- 


naſian Creeds, even though the uſe of 
them ſhould be left diſcretional. — This 


recommendation, or requiſition, was 
taken into conſideration by a Conven- 


tion of five States (there being no De- 
puties from Virginia or Maryland) af- 
ſembled at Wilmington in the-State of 


Delaware, on the 11th of October, 


1786, conſiſting of twenty perſons. 
: On 
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On the queſtion being put, whether 
the words, He deſcended into Hell“ 
ſhould be reſtored in the Apoſtle Creed? 
13 ſaid Aye, and 7 ſaid Nay, and ſo the 
words were to be reſtored. On the 
Queſtion, ſhall the Nicene Creed be 
reſtored in the Liturgy? the ſame 
was unaniamouſly agreed to. It ap- 
pears very probable, though it 1s not 
clearly ſtated, that this reſtoration of the 
Nicene Creed was no more than a per- 
miſſion for the Miniſter to uſe either 
that or the Apoſtles Creed. On the 
queſtion, ſhall the Creed, commonly 
called the Athana/ian Creed, be ad- 
| mitted in the Liturgy of the Proteſtant 
Epiſcopal Church in the United States of 
America? 17 ſaid Nay, and 3 ſaid 
Aye; and ſo it was determined that the 
Athanaſian Creed mall not be admitted 
into the Liturgy of the Proteſtant 
Epiſcopalian Church in America. All 
the Deputies of the States of New 


Vork, Penſylvania, and South Carolina 
ſaid Nay; thoſe of New Jerſey and 


Delaware were divided—ift any altera- 
tions 
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tions have been made in this matter 
ſince October 1786, they have not 
come to my knowledge. On the ſup- 
poſition that none have been made, I 
beg the Reader to confider—whether 
the American Liturgy, which, in addi- 
tion to many other important variations, 
has abſolutely rejected the Creed of St. 


Athanafius be, in all material points 


the ſame as ours; if it be, we may pre- 
ſame that the Athanaſian Creed is an 
immaterial point, and that thofe who 
think it ſo, will forward its Expulfion 
from the Liturgy of the Church of 
England. 

With reſpe& to the doctrine of the 
Trinity as explained by Athanafrus or 
any other Man, 1 cannot look upon it 
to be ſo fundamental in religion, as to 
think we ſhould be gailiy of ſin, in con- 


ſenting to reviſe, or even to change it. 


If in this 1 differ from ſome, I have 
others to ſupport me; nay, I have the 


great principle of all the Proteſtant 


churches in the world in my favour: 
1585 | er 
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for it is a principle with them all, to 
admit the fallibility of all human ex. 
plications of Scripture : Every human 
explication then of the Trinity, may be 
an erroneous explication ; and what 
may be an error, can not be, and ought. 
not to be impoſed, as a fundamental 
Chriſtian verity. Epiſcopius, Curcelleus, 
Limborch, as eminent divines as Chriſ- 
tendom hath ever known, all main- 
tained—that the belief of the Trinity, 
according to any human explication of 
the doctrine, was not neceſſary to ſal- 
vation and many of our own Divines, 
in anſwering the objections of Free- 
thinkers, have maintained the ſame 
thing, — and, indeed, the biſhops of 
England, by permitting the Epiſcopa- 
lian church in America to ufe or not 
to uſe the Nicene and Athanaſian 
Creeds according to their diſcretion, 
may be thought to have given no ob- 
ſoure intimation, of their not believing 
the profeſſion of theſe human expla- 
nations of the Trinity, to be neceſſary 

tO 
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to ſal vation. So that, I ſincerely own, 
J cannot ſee, upon what principle of 
Reaſon or Religion, the reviſal, even of 
the doctrines of our Liturgy can be 
objected to. To ſay that what is eſta- 
bliſhed, is right and ſhall be main- 
tained, is an imperious argument of 
authority; more befitting the mouth of 
the Pope at Rome, or of the Mufti at 
Conſtantinople, than that of any Pro- 
teſtant in Chriſtendom. If we look 
back a few hundred years into our own 
hiſtory, we ſhall find our anceſtors 
then believed; nay, if we do but croſs 
the channel, we ſhall find millions of 
men x0 believing a doctrine, and con- 
tending that it is founded on the ſure 
word of God, which we think has no 
foundation whatever, either in reaſon 
or Scripture - the doctrine of Tranſub- 
ſtantiation. And who will ſay that our 
poſterity may not be as much aſto- 
niſhed at our having believed the Atha- 
naſian doctrine of the Trinity, as we 
are 
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are aſtoniſhed at our anceſtors having 
believed the doctrine of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation, which the Romaniſts maintain 
to be as credible, and as firmly ſup- 
ported by Scripture, as at doctrine of 
the Trinity is? My contending, or any 
perſon's contending—that it is impoſſi- 
ble ſuch a revolution of ſentiment 
ſhould ever take place in the breaſts of 
Engliſhmen, is no better proof of ſuch 
impoſſibility, than a Catholic prieſt's 
contending, that it is Impoſſible French- 
men ſhould ever diſbelieve Tranſub- 
ſtantiation, would be a proof that ſuch 
an event would never take place; an 
event, which moſt Engliſhmen believe 
will take place ſoon. 

Is it reaſonable then, it may be 
urged, upon principles of impartial 
Juſtice —that the Trinitarian worſhip 
of the National Church ſhould be ſub- 
verted, in order to make room tor the 
Unitarian worſhip of Mu. r Cha- 
_— tvat ſhop in Fſex Street, Were 
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men may go, and buy their Divinity 9-— 
Men certainly pay, and properly pay, 
their inſtructors both in the National 
Church, and in Mr. Lindſey's chapel : 
that conſideration will not help to de- 
cide the queſtion; nor in conſidering 
it ſhould we pay attention to the words 
church and chapel. —In anſwering it, 
I ſhould certainly ſay—it is reaſonable, 
if the Unitarian worſhip adopted by Mr. 
Lindſey, be more conformable to Scrip- 
ture, than the Trinitarian worſhip fol- 
lowed by the Church of England. — 
But, who ſhall decide that point ? On 
the one hand, we have men of good 
morals, and of great learning, who ob- 
ject to our worſhip. (God forbid! that 
I ſhould ſo far forget either my mo- 
deſty, or my charity, as to ſay their ob- 
jections are either , or begotten in 
ignorance, or nurſed by ſelfconceit), at- 
firming the Unitarian worſhip, to be the 
only worſhip, - which is conformable to 
_ whole tenor of the Old and New 

Teſtament. 
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Teſtament.” On the other hand, we 
have men of morals as good, and of 
learning as great, who affirm that the 
Trinitarian worſhip is more conform- 
able to Scripture than the Unitarian. 
Here, then we have affirmation oppoſed 
to affirmation; but affirmation is not 
the meaſure of truth. — Will numbers 
help us to a conclufion? Muſt we ſay 
that the Trinitarian worſhip is more 
conformable to Scripture than the Uni- 
tarian, inaſmuch as there are more Tri- 
nitarians than Unitarians in Chriſten- 
dom? No—Qonſent of numbers is not 
the criterion of true doctrine; if it was, 
we malt admit that the Roman Catho- 
lic is more pure than the Proteſtant 
religion; that Mahomet's religion is 
better founded than the religion of 
Jeſus; and Paganiſm than both of 
them. Numbers may by force put an 
end to contention, but they cannot pro- 
duce conviction. What then 1s reaſon- 
able to be done? I am not accuſtomed 
9 95 9 to 
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to conceal my ſentiments on any ſub- 
Ject, and I have no heſitation in deli- 
vering them on this; I have only to 
beg the Reader's excuſe for the liberty 
I take in delivering any opinion on a 
point of ſuch intricacy and delicacy ; but 
my opinion is — that the Trinitarian 
worſhip ſhould be continued in the 
church at preſent; not on the ground 
of its being moſt conformable to Scrip- 
ture (for who ſhall judge of that ?) but 
on the ground of its being ow believed 
to be ſo by the legiſlature of the king- 
dom; and that thoſe who believe other- 
wiſe, ſhould have the moſt abſolute 
liberty to worſhip God in their way, 
and to publiſh whatever interpretations | 
of Scripture they ſhould judge proper 
in ſupport of their doctrines. If, in the 
viciſſitudes incident to all human opi- 
nions, the legiſlature of this country, 
which repreſents (really or not, is not 
now the queſtion) the majority of the 
None, ſhould be perſuaded, that the 

Unitarian 
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Unitarian form of worſhip was more 
conformable than the Trinitarian to 
the word of God, then it would be pro- 
per that the Unitarian worſhip ſhould 
be the worſhip of the National Church; 
and that the Trinitarians ſhould be al- 
lowed the ſame abſolute liberty of wor- 
ſhiping in their way, and of publiſhing 


in ſupport of their opinions, which I 


think is due, and ought now to be 
granted to the Unitarians. This, per- 
haps, is not the beſt poſſible thing 
which might be done, if a Church 
Conſtitution was to be formed de novo; 
but 1 think it is all that can in reaſon 
be demanded of a State, which has pre- 
viouſly determined to eſtabliſh only one 
Sect of Chriſtians ; the juſtice of ſuch a 
determination I think might be proved; 


and the policy of it is not now the ſub- 


ject of inquiry. — Perhaps it will be 
thought that I take too much for 
granted, in ſaying, that the Trinitarian 
worſhip is zo0w believed by the Legiſla- 
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ture, to be more conformable to Scrip- 
ture than the Unitarian—but ſuch is 
my opinion, and in taking the liberty to 
declare it, I do not wiſh to prefs it 
upon other men as a fact. May I be 
permitted to mention another opinion 
— that was the queſtion concerning the 
- propriety of ſubſtituting Doctor Clarke's 
amended Liturgy, or one on that plan 
in the place of our preſent Liturgy now 
' propoſed, in order to have the deciſion 
of the Legiſlature upon it a twelve- 
month hence, ſo that all ſerious men 
might have time to conſider the ſub- 
Jeet, my opinion is, that it would be 
decided for Dr. Clarke's amended Li- 
turgy, or one on that plan. 
ll beg the Reader to remark, that the 
general excellency of our Liturgy is 
not here either denied or queſtioned ; 
a review of it is the only thing con- 
tended for. A great many learned 
men, both in the laſt century and in 
this, have juſtly ſpoken of the Liturgy 
In 
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in terms of commendation ; and io 
have ſpoken of it in ſuch an extrava- 
gant ſtyle of panegyrick, as can not 
with propriety, I had almoſt ſaid, as 
can not without impiety be applied to 
any human compoſition. Notwith- 
ſtanding this, I know of no period of 
Church Hiſtory, from the beginning of 
the Reformation to the preſent time, in 
which objections of weight have not 
been made to various parts of it, by 
men of probity and competent know- 
ledge of the ſubject, and more parti- 
cularly, ſince the laſt eſtabliſhment of 
the Liturgy in 1661. There have fre- 
quently ariſen, (not Puritans or Diſſen- 
ters of any kind,) but men nurſed up 
in the boſom of the Church, who have 
not ſcrupled to maintain, that a reviſal 
both of the worthip and doctrines of 
the Liturgy, and of the Articles of Re- 
ligion, would tend to the eaſe of men's 
conſciences, to the furtherance of piety 
and good morals, to the reputation of 
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the Church, and the purity of religion. 


To ſpeak of ſuch men as of prodigies 
in the moral world who are to be no- 
ticed for their ſingularity rather than 
.revercd for their integrity, to repreſent 
them as anomalous and eccentric cha- 
racters, to charge them with being 
enemies to all eſtabliſhments, or to that 


of the Church of England, as being 


deſtitute of juſtice and honour in en- 
deavouring to amend an eſtabliſhment, 
which they receive wages for defend- 
ing—what is all this? It is /oving dark- 
neſs rather than light, it is damping the 


ſpirit of inquiry, it is conducting con- 


troverſy in a manner, neither calcu- 
lated to increaſe the moderation of the 
Church, or to promote the inveſtigation 


of truth. 
But you will ſay, that Clergymen, 


who in the progreſs of their Miniſtry 
become diſſatisfied with any part of the 


zitual and doctrines of the Church, 


gught to reſign their Preferments and 


retire 
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retire from the Miniſtry and do you, 
whoſe lot it may be to live in luxury 
and draw thouſands from the Church, 
do you, in the violence of your moral 
virtue, in the intemperance of your 
religious zeal, in the over-orthodoxy 
of your faith, do you call upon a poor 
Clergyman, who in the humility of 
his Soul dares not ſay “ by his autho- 
rity committed to me I abſolve thee 
from all thy Sins,” or who, in the 
weakneſs of his intellect, can not un- 
derſtand the meaning of the terms, in 
which the Athanaſian doctrine of the 
Trinity is exprefled, or, in the charity 
of his heart, ſcruples denouncing dam- 
nation on his brethren, do you call 
upon ſuch a man to give up his pre- 
ferments, to retire from the Miniſtry, 
and to ſtarve? If there is 2 Biſhop on the 
Bench who would do this, I ſhould be 
proud to ſay, God forgive the boaſt-! 
that, was I a Biſhop, my ſoul was not 
at uniſon with his, | 
But 
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But if one man may omit this part 
of the Liturgy becauſe be diflikes it, 
another may omit that, and thus, by 
giving way to the ſcruples of individu- 
als, nothing will be left. — lt will be 
time enough to anſwer this objection, 
when the omiſſions ſhall become fo 
numerous as that the eſſentials of wor- 
| ſhip are not left; or ſo offenſive to 
Chriſtian Congregations, as to endan- 
ger the public peace, I allow the 
utility of an eſtabliſhed. Liturgy; I 
allow the propriety of requiring from 
miniſters a conſent to the uſe of it; 
and I think that no man ſhouid enter 
into the Church, who is of opinion 
that there is any thing in the Liturgy, 
which he can not with a ſafe conſcience 
uſe; but I plead for indulgence to thoſe 
whoſe ſentiments on ſome points may 
become changed ; even Doctor Clarke, 
who in the firſt Edition of his incom- 
parable book on the Trinity allowed 
that “ by analogy the Holy Spirit may 
me” - alſo 
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alſo be deſired to convey ſuch gifts as 
it is his peculiar office to diſtribute to 
the Church,“ ſeems to have changed 
his mind on that important point, as 
the paſſage is left out in all the ſubſe- 
quent editions of that work. Though 
a friend to Uniformity, I am not ſuch 
a rigid friend to it, as to think that 
Afſlender deviations from it ſhould be 
harſhly interpreted; ſtrictly ſpeaking, 
every Biſhop would have right on his 
fide in executing eccleſiaſtical vengeance 
againſt ſuch Clergymen, in his dioceſe, 
as omitted the uſe of the Athanaſian 
Creed ; but none, I hope, would either 
hunt after an occaſion for exerciſing 
this Summum jus, or be happy in its 
being preſented to him by others : 
all of them, I truſt, would agree 
with Biſhop Taylor in ſaying, “that 
there 1s no ſtumbling block more trou- 
bleſome or dangerous, than a ſevere, 
literal, and rigorous exacting of laws 
in all caſes.”—And this puts me in 

: mind 
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mind of adding a word on the utility 
of reviſing, at ſtated periods, conſtitu- 


tions of all kinds, civil or eccleſiaſtical. 
„That our Liturgy and Articles of 
Religion ſhould, from time to time, 


paſs under a formal Examination, even 


if nothing ſhould be found alterable 


therein,“ has been very wiſely ſaid by 
the Author of the © Hints;” for it 
would be a Satisfaction to find that 
nothing wanted alteration: or, as would 
generally be the caſe, it would be a 
comfort to good Men to know, that 
what did want alteration was in the 
way ot being reformed. The very 
principle recommended by this Author 


doth in fact make a part of the Con- 
ſtitution of ſome of the States in Ame- 
rica; and in particular of the State of 
Pennſylvania. In the 47th Section of 


the Plan of Government of that State, 
a Council of Cen/ors is eſtabliſhed, which 


1s to be appointed every ſeventh Year, 


and to continue in authority one year. 


The 
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The duty of this Council is, not only 


to inquire whether “ the Conſtitution 
has been preſerved inviolate, but to 
propoſe the amendment of any article 
_ of the Conſtitution which may be de- 
fective, and to add ſuch as are neceſſary 
for the preſervation of the rights and 
happineſs of the people.” 
It is time to draw towards a conclu. 
ſion. What is it then, it may be ſaid, 


that you wiſh to have done? You 


have already admitted, that you think 
the majority of the Legiſlature are 


Trinitarians, and that the National Re- 


ligion ought to be the Religion of the 
Majority, and conſequently that no 
change ought to take place—Softly, 
good Sirs, permit me to draw my own 
conſequences, and to ſtate my own 
opinions. And the molt leading tea- 
ture of my humbie opinion is; that 
every obſtruction to a free and impartial 


examination of the word of God, thoukl 
be removed from the minds of all 


men, 
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men, and eſpecially from the minds of 
the Clergy. They are now bound to 
ſubſcribe articles of Religion, and to 
declare that every thing contained in 
the Book of Common- Prayer is agreea- 
ble to the word of God, at an age when, 
it may reaſonably be preſumed, few of 
them have an accurate knowledge of 
what the word of God is, in many im- 
portant points. A prejudice in favour 
of particular doctrines is, by theſe means, 
unwarily planted in their minds, it 
grows with their growth, it choaks that 
treedom of Underſtanding which can 
alone produce truth, and overpowers 
in a thouſand inſtances their urmoſt 
endeavours to root it out. And when 
it is further conſidered, that the religi- 
ous opinions which were thus at firſt 
imbibed, are through Life ſtrengthened 
by a proſpect of emolument held out 
to thoſe who adhere to them ; and that 
a profeſſion of other opinions is at- 
tended with danger to a man's fortunes, 

and 
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and. with diſgrace to his reputation, I 
can not ſee how it can properly be ex- 
pected that any, except a few anomalous 
and eccentric characters ſhould have 
courage to examine the ground on which 
their faith is built. Men,” ſays Mr. 
Locke, © are fond of certain tenets upon 
no other evidence but reſpect and 
caſtor, and think they mutt maintain 
them, or all is gone; though they 
have never examined the ground they 
ſtand on, nor have ever made them out 
to themſelves, or can make them out 
to others, We ſhould contend earneſtly 
for the truth, but we ſhould firſt be 
ſure that it is Truth, or elſe we fight 
againſt God, who is the God of truth, 
and do the work of the Devil, who is 
the father and propagater of lies; and 
our zeal, though never fo warm, will 
not excuſe us; for this 18 only preju- 
dice.” An abſolute Indifferency as to 
the truth or falſehood of religious opi- 
nions, 1s the only baſis on which men 

ſhould 


. 
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fhould ground all their inquiries into 
the meaning of the word of God. 80 
far am I from thinking it to be the 
duty of a Chriſtian Magiſtrate, to in- 
fluence men's judgements with reſpect 
to religious doctrines, by rewards and 
puniſhments, that I conceive it to be 
quite the contrary ; I conceive it to be 
his duty to leave men's judgements as 
free and uninfluenced as he poſſibly 


can, conſiſtently with the ſafety of 


that religious eſtabliſhment, which, for 


the common good, he hath. thought 


fit to introduce and to ſupport. It is 
an obſtruction to Truth for a Magiſtrate 


.to profeſs his attachment to any par- 


ticular ſect in Religion; becauſe the 


authority and reverence annexed to his 
Civil ſtation, extend themſelves to his 
religious perſuaſion; and men are in- 
duced to embrace doctrines, not from 
a. conviction that they are true, but 
from a certainty that they are believed 
to be ſo by the Magiſtrate, . and from a 


oo con- 
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confuſed notion of the infallibility of 
his judgment. This evil, unavoidably 
incident to the ſituation of every Ma- 
giſtrate who ſupports any one denomi- 
nation of Chriſtians by an excluſive 
patronage, ſhould be kept within as 
confined bounds, as the nature of it 
will admit. He ſhould not be ſo nar- 
row-minded as to jmagine the common 
good to be ſo inſeparably connected 
with his religious belief, as that he 
ought to diſcourage the free diſcuſſion 
of all other religious opinions: he 
ſhould not be ſo bigoted as to ſuppoſe 
himſelf poſſeſſed of any degree of in- 
fallibility, but modeſtly to admit that 
other men may be as honeſt and wiſe 
as himſelf; he ought in no mauner 
to obſtruct, but to give a free current 
to the ſentiments of others, and when- 
ever the tide of opinion ihould change, 
Inſtead of reſiſting it by his authority, 
he ought to ſuffer himſelf to be carried 
away by it. Had the Civil Magiſtrate, 
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in the different ſtates of Chriſtendom 
fince the age of Conſtantine, acted upon 
ſuch an enlarged plan of moderation 
and free inquiry, I am as much con- 
vinced as I can be of any thing ſo in- 
capable of proof, that either an unity 
of opinion in doctrine and worſhip 
would long ago have taken place 
amongſt Chriſtians, pr that perſecution 
atleaſt, of every kind and degree, would 
have been utterly aboliſhed, from the 


conſtitutions of all civil governments, 


and its ſpirit extinguiſhed in the hearts 
of individuals. If then I might be 
permitted to hint - what appears to me 
proper to be done, I ſhould ſay—That 


a commiſſion ſhould be iſſued, impow- 


ering an equal number of Laymen and 
Churchmen, to reviſe the Liturgy ; 


and to propoſe to the conſideration. of 


Parliament, ſuch alterations in it as 
they ſhould think fit ; having reſpect 
in the execution of their office to what 


was done by the commiſſioners in 1689, 


I - to 


1 
to what has ſince been offered from the 
preſs in various publications, and to 
What has been adopted in the Liturgy 
of the Epiſcopalian Church in America. 
— That ſubſcription to the 39 Articles 
of Religion, and to the 2d and 3d Arti- 
cles of the 36th Canon, and the decla- 
ration of aſſent and conſent to the book 
of Common Prayer, ſhould be laid afide 
wholly, unleſs it ſhould be thought fit 
to preſerve the ſubſcription to articles 
made againſt Popery.— That every per- 
ſon when he is ordained, or inſtituted 
to a benefice, ſhall make and ſubſcribe 
the following declaration or one to the 
ſame ſenſe, —I believe, the canonical 
Scriptures of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment to be the word of God, and to 
contain all things neceſſary to Salva- 
tion; and I do ſolemnly engage to con- 
form to the Liturgy of the Church of 
England, as it is now by law eſtabliſhed. 
It becomes not an individual who has 
hopes of ſeing a buſineſs undertaken 
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by proper authority, to be forward in 
anticipating public wiſdom, by obtrud- 

ing his ſentiments upon it ; nor would 

I have ventured to mention mine, but 

to obviate the cenſure uſually thrown 

upon reformers, of dealing in generals. 

By ſome ſuch plan of alteration as 

is here propoſed, neither the conſtitu- 

tion or government of the eſtabliſhed 

Church would be at all changed; we 

| ſhould have the ſame conformity to the 
uſe of a Liturgy which we have at 

preſent, and as little diverſity of doc- 

trine as ought to be deſired. Theology 

would no longer be narrowed “ by 

corruption into a trade or faction, for 

mean or ill ends, and ſecular intereſts.” 

The prejudice ariſing from the influ- 

ence of cuſtom, from the authority of 

party, from the hope of emolument, or 

the fear of cenſure, being done away, 

men vould ſtudy the doctrines deli- 
vered by the ſacred writers, with the 

ſame impartiality as they do the doc- 
trines 


1 for. 1 


trines of Newton or Hippocrates. The 
great queſtion in debate at preſent 
amongſt us, reſpects the perſon of 
Chriſt; he who has any wiſh for its 
being decided one way rather than an- 
other, is not in a ſtate of mind for the 
examining which way it ought to be 
decided. To think rightly in Religion, 
is a matter' of infinitely more import- 
ance to every man, than to be zealous 
in /upporting or in ſubwerting eſtabliſhed 
doctrines. If any man, from the open- 
neſs with which I expreſs my ſenti- 
ments, ſhall accuſe me of being at- 
tached to the principles of the Unita- 
rians, or of being inimical to the con- 
ſtitution of the Church of England, I 
ſhall never condeſcend to give any other 
anſwer to "his calumny than what I now 
give; and I plainly tell him that he 
does me wrong. I am attached to the 
word of God, and I am an enemy to 
whatever obſtructs men in their endea- 
vours to underſtand it; and if I think 

H 3 that, 


L 263 J 


that ſubſcription to human articles of 
faith, is a mean of ſuch obſtruction, 
I am neither ſingular in my opinion; 
nor if I was ſingular, could * on that 
account, change it. 

As to a new tranſlation of the Bible, 
or, which amounts to much the fame 
thing, a proper amendment of the old 
one; it has of late become a ſort of 
faſhion to diſcourage the idea of at- 
tempting it. I muſt, however, profeſs, 
that I ſee much utility, and no danger 
Whatever in the deſign. A ſingle ſer- 
mon would explain to the moſt illite- 
rate congregation of Chriſtians in the 
kingdom the neceſſity for undertaking, 
and the advantage which would attend, 
the execution of the work. Men of 
every condition would be no more ſtart- 
led or ſcandalized at hearing read in the 
church a new tranſlation of the Leſſons, 
than they were at hearing read a new 
tranſlation of the Epiſtles and Goſpels 

on the laſt reviſal of the Liturgy; 
| when 
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when the Epiſtles and Goſpels were 
taken out of our preſent tranſlation of 
the Bible, they being read before ac- 
cording to the old. The helps towards 
a due accompliſhment of this work are 
numerous ; for, not to ſpeak particu- 
larly of Lowth, Newcome, Blaney, and 
others, every commentator, either in 
our own or in other countries, who 
has written upon the whole, or on any 
part of the Bible, ſince it was laſt tranſ- 
lated into Engliſh, might be conſulted | 
with advantage: for there are few of 
them who do not ſhew many inſtances 
in which the meaning of particular 
words, or the ſenſe of whole paſſages, 
have been miſtaken, or obſcured by 
former tranſlators. It may not be im- 
proper, however, to wait till ſome 
works which are now announced to 
the public, or are ſpeedily expected to 
be ſo, are completed. Dr. Geddes's 
work (I wiſh it may meet with due 
encouragement) will no doubt afford 
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great aſſiſtance, whenever a new tranſ- 
lation of the Bible for public uſe ſhall 
be undertaken.—Dr. Symondt s “ Cri- 
tical Obſervations on our preſent Ver- 
ſion of the Goſpels and Acts of the 
Apoſtles' will be found highly uſeful. 
This gentleman, not more eminent for 
his great learning than for his benevo- 
lence and probity, has with much in- 
duſtry and accuracy compared our 
tranſlation with the moſt celebrated 
modern tranſlations, and ſhewn, by the 
compariſon, its excellencies and defects: 
he has moreover pointed out, with 
great ſkill, many grammatical errors in 
our preſent tranſlation. Our Bible has 
been ſaid to be the ſtandard of the 
Engliſh Language; whoever wiſhes to 
read his Bible freed from obſcurity and 
ambiguity: of conſtruction, or to ſee 
the ſtandard of our language rendered 
grammatically correct, will join with 
me 1n wiſhing, that this gentleman will 
compleat his plan by giving us“ his 
Remarks 
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Remarks on the Epiſtles.” —An impor- 


tant work, „A Tranſlation of the 
New Teſtament, with Notes juſtifying 
the Deviation from the preſent Tranſ- 
lation, is ſaid to be expected from Mr. 
Wakefield. I forbear ſpeaking of the 


claſſical knowledge, and the critical 


Acumen, of this gentleman ; they are 
known to every ſcholar at home and 
abroad. The giving this intimation of 
his deſign, I thought would be accept- 
able to the public; and I am happy in 
doing this juſtice to the character of a 
man, whoſe perſon 1 neither know, or 
ever ſaw. 

In taking leave now, and perhaps 
for ever, of my Reader, I cannot re- 
frain from expreſſing my ſatisfaction, 


at the glorious proſpect of the preva- 
| lence of general freedom, and general 


happineſs, which is opening to our 
view in every part of Europe. The 
principles of civil and religious liberty 
are beginning to be every where un- 
; Fe. gerſtood, 
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derſtood, in the ſame enlarged manner, 
in which they have long been under- 
food by ourſelves. The deſpotiſm 
which yet ſubſiſts in Europe, will ſoon 
be every where changed into lawful 
rule, and right ſupremacy. Princes will 


no longer put their truſt in ſtanding 
armies, but in the affections of their 


people. Tyrants will become kings. 
Other nations will acquire the liberty; 
will then emulate the loyalty; and 
ultimately enjoy the happineſs of the 
people of Britain, The writings of 
the Remonſtrants in Holland, and of 
Mr. Locke in England, have eſtabliſhed 
the natural juſtice, and the political 
utility, of religious toleration, not only 
in thoſe countries, but in all other 
parts of Europe and America, where 
they have been properly ſtudied, on 
the immutable foundation of truth. 
The Fiend of perſecution, which for ſo 


many ages, in a thouſand hideous 


forms, frightened and tormented the 
Church 


* 
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Church of Chriſt, is at length ſub- 
dued by he brightne/s of his coming; 
the true ſpirit of his Religion is at 
length coming into the hearts of all 
men; and when it ſhall have taken full 
poſſeſſion, when it ſhall have wholly 
driven out the ſpirit of Auticbriſt, men 
will either agree in religious opinions, 
or they will ceaſe not only from pu- 
niſhing, but from diſliking one an- 
other, on account of their diſagree- 
ment. It is true, our ſtatute-book ſtill 
continues to be blackened by the exiſt- 
ence of penal laws eſtabliſhed againſt 


ſectaries; but, it is as true, that the 


hearts of moſt men, on both ſides of 
the Tweed, revolt at the idea of putting 
them in force. There may be a rem- 
nant of bigotry and intolerance in a 
few churchmen ; there may be a little 
of the ſour leben of non-conformity 
in a few ſectaries; but both of them 
are kept from doing miſchief to man- 
kind, by the general perſuaſion—that 

1 5 every 
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every one who keeps the peace, is an- 
ſwerable in concerns of Religion to God, 
and not to man: a future and no very 
diſtant day will remove from both ſides 
the remaining obſtructions to a com- 
prebenſion. One fide will think that it 
does not become their enlarged minds 
to ſeparate from their brethren in 
Chriſt, on account of a few indifferent 
ceremonies, or of ſome particularities 
in the conſtitution and government of 


the Church, in themſelves not eſſential 


parts of a Chriſtian's faith or worſhip; 
and the other, with equal liberality, 
will ſee reaſon to relinquiſh their ſuſ- 
Picions, to abandon their jealouſies, to 
be aſhamed of the prejudices of their 
anceſtors, and to rejoice in reſtoring 
their brethren in ſociety, to the rights 
of citizens.— lt utterly exceeds my ſa- 
gacity to account for the origin of 
that religious bigotry, which has, at 
different times, diſgraced every deno- 
mination of Chriſtians. . I can ſee a 

reaſon, 
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reaſon, why a man ſhould contend 

with zeal againſt Atheiſts and Deiſts; 
(though he ſhould not lay aſide either 
his charity or good manners in con- 
tending even with them,) and the rea- 
ſon is a reaſon of weight; for an ad- 
miſſion of their principles would rob 
him of his ſtrongeſt, in my opinion 
(notwithſtanding all that has ever been 
written on the nature of the ſoul) 
would rob him of his only hope of im- 
mortality, the Truth of the Chriſtian 
Religion. But why Fpi/copahans and 
Preſtyterians ſhould be angry with 
each other for not following the ſame 
form of Church government—why 
Caluiniſis and Arminians ſhould devour 
one another for not thinking alike on 
the ue points—why Athanajſians and 1 
Unitarians ſhould calumniate one an- = 
other for not agreeing as to the quan- 
tum of honour which is to be given to 
Jeius Chriit, when they both agree in 1 
believing, that he 7s indeed ihe Chrift, 

7 Ihe 


. „% —2 2 — . —— "28 


that Ido not mean to write any more 


— 
* 


F 
the Saviour of the world — all this quite 
exceeds my ability to account for; I 
ſhould think it an incredible perverſion 
of underſtanding, if experience did not 
ſhew that it was a fact. | 

1 have now ſubmitted to the public, 
with great plainneſs and fincerity, my 
ſentiments on an important ſubject ; 
and I hope I have done it in a manner 
which will offend none. All arguments 
ad invidiam, ad odium ad ridiculum; 
all Aings, and girds, and rotes; all 
the petty artillery of Theological con- 
troverſy, as neither ſuited to ſerious 
minds, or ſerious ſubjeſts, I have difſ- 
dained to uſe. As to the ſentiments 
themſelves, I can not expect that they 
will be agreeable to all; and they may 
probably experience the public cenſures 
of ſome. It this ſhould be the caſe, 
it may be proper in me (leſt my future 
filence ſhould be miſconſtrued into a 
change of ſentiment) now to declare, — 


O11 


E 1 


on this ſubject.— The conſiderations, 


if they are proper, will not ſtand in 


need of my ſupport; and if they are 


improper, I do not wiſh that they 
ſhould either have my ſupport, or that 
of any other man. I conclude in the 
words of the ever memorable Hales, of 


Eton: „ It hath been the common diſ- 


eaſe of Chriſtians, from the beginning, 
not to content themſelves with that 
meaſure of Faith, which God and 
Scriptures have expreſſly afforded us; 
but out of a vain defire to know more 
than is revealed, they have attempted 
to diſcuſs things of which we can have 
no light neither from reaſon or Reve- 
lation ; neither have they reſted here, 
but upon pretence of Church autho- 
rity, which is none; or tradition, which 
for the molt part is but figment ; they 


have peremptorily concluded, and con- 
ſidently impoſed upon others, a neceſſity 


of entertaining concluſions of that na- 
ture, —— Were Liturgies and public 
| forms 


| foro of ug REFER A thgt they 
admitted not Of parficalar. ant private 
fancies, but Rs only. ſuch things; 
-as in which all Chriſtians do agree, 


"$5 +? 


Schiſms on opinion were utterly va- 


niſhed. For con/ider of all the Liturgies 

that are, or ever have been, and remove 

from them whatſoever 1s ſcandalous ta 

any party, and leave nothing but what 

all agree on, and tbe event ſhall be, that 
the public /ervice. ng honour & God e 

me * Jufer? « 
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